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Summary 

In 2005, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) and the Federal Railroad Administration 
(FRA) completed a Statewide Program Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIR/EIS) as the first phase of a tiered environmental review process for the proposed California High- 
Speed Train (HST) system. As part of the HST Alternative selected for further analysis, the Authority and 
FRA defined a corridor between Los Angeles and Orange County generally bounded by (and including) 
Interstate 5 to the west (traveling north, up until the City of Bell), and following the existing Burlington 
Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Metrolink Corridor (also known as the Los Angeles to San Diego Passenger Rail 
[LOSSAN] Corridor) (see Figure 1).^ The Anaheim to Los Angeles (A-LA) HST Project EIR/EIS will 
describe site-specific alignment alternatives and station locations within this corridor. 

The Authority encourages broad participation during EIR/EIS scoping and reviews of the draft 
environmental documents. Comments and suggestions are invited from all interested agencies and the 
public to ensure the full range of issues related to the proposed action are addressed, including 
consideration of all reasonable alternatives. In particular, the Authority is interested in determining 
where there are areas of environmental sensitivity and where there could be a potential for significant 
impacts from the HST project. 

Pre-scoping public outreach activities were initiated in January 2007, including the formulation and 
implementation of a communications plan, development of project information, implementation of a 
project hotline and newsletter network, early engagement with key stakeholders, and media 
communications. On March 12, 2007, a California State Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Project EIR/EIS 
was distributed to the State Clearinghouse; elected officials; local, regional, and state agencies; and the 
interested public. A Notice of Intent (NOI) was published in the Federal Register on March 15, 2007. 

In response to the NOP/NOI, public agencies with legal jurisdiction were requested to advise the 
Authority and the FRA of the applicable permit and environmental review requirements of each agency, 
and the scope and content of the environmental information that is germane to the agency’s statutory 
responsibilities in connection with the proposed project. Public scoping meetings were scheduled as an 
important component of the scoping process for both the State and federal environmental reviews 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA), respectively. 

During the scoping period, three public scoping meetings were held between April 5 and April 12, 2007, 
with a total of 100 people attending the three meetings. In addition, a number of public stakeholder 
briefings and project information meetings were held. As a result, the Authority and FRA received a total 
of 64 comments on the proposed project. Major issues identified as a result of the project’s scoping 
process are listed below. 


^ Highway route numbers are provided as a generai reference for the reader, and not as an indication of the iimits 
of the corridor or study area. 
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Figure 1 

Route and Station Locations Within the Anaheim to Los Angeles HST Section 



Phase 1 of the proposed Project extends between Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) and the Anaheim 
Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC). It is the segment being evaluated in the Project 
EIR/EIS, and is shown as a solid blue line in Figure 1. 

Phase 2 extends between the ARTIC and the Irvine Station, and will be evaluated in a future 
environmental document. Phase 2 is shown as a dashed blue line in Figure 1. 
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Major Issues 

Based on public scoping and the receipt of public and agency comments, six major issues, or topics, were 
identified for consideration in framing the environmental analysis of the proposed Project. These issues 
are summarized below. 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 

Major Issues Raised: Traffic congestion, land use, noise levels, air pollution, biological resources, safety 
and security, construction methods, energy requirements, and impacts to Los Angeles River. 

Topic 2: Alignment and Station Alternatives 

Major Issues Raised: Parking at stations, expansion of nearby facilities, grade crossings under 
construction, evaluation of maintenance facilities, platform length, and the curvature of the alignment. 

Topic 3: Connectivity and Coordination with/1 mpacts to Other Transportation Facilities 

Major Issues Raised: Shared station access with existing rail stations, coordination with owners of rights- 
of-way (ROW), designing additional tracks to accommodate present and future rail operations, Metrolink's 
planned ridership service expansion, concern with taking ridership from Metrolink, other projects 
currently under construction/consideration, and preservation of Metro's civic improvements. 

Topic 4: Alternative Technologies 

Major Issues Raised: Magnetic levitation,^ alternative energy sources. 

Topic 5: Project Funding/Cost 

Major Issues Raised: Address construction requirements, construction costs, and increased operating 
costs; compare revenue estimates to existing high-speed trains (e.g., Germany, France, Japan); and 
discuss funding for grade separations (not secured by the Authority). 

Topic 6: I ssues Outside the Scope of A-LA Study Area 

Major Issues Raised: Concerns with an alignment traveling through Taylor Yard, the Central Valley, and 
the Cities of Irvine, Tustin, and Orange. 


Note that use of magnetic levitation technology was previously evaluated in the Statewide Program EIR/EIS (see 
Section 2.2 of that document). Since the project document will tier off of the programmatic document, magnetic 
levitation will not be reconsidered in the A-LA HST Project EIR/EIS. It is mentioned in this scoping report only 
because this report accurately reflects all the issues raised during scoping. 
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1.0 I ntroduction 

This report provides an overview of the written and verbal comments received during the scoping process 
for the Project EIR/EIS for the section of the California High-Speed Train (HST) system between Anaheim 
and Los Angeles, or the A-LA section. The purpose of this report is to summarize agency and public 
comments, issues, and concerns raised during the scoping process. The report will be used to help the 
Authority and the FRA determine the appropriate scope for the EIR/EIS. 

1.1 Description of Project 

The Program EIR/EIS defined a corridor between Los Angeles and Orange County generally bounded by 
(and including) Interstate 5 to the west (traveling north to the City of Bell), and following the existing 
BNSF/Metrolink Corridor (also known as the LOSSAN Corridor).^ The A-LA HST Project EIR/EIS will 
describe environmental impacts associated with alternative alignments and stations within this corridor as 
part of the next phase of the environmental review process. 

This and other Project EIR/EISs will address sections of the statewide HST system, describe potential 
site-specific environmental impacts, identify specific mitigation measures to address those impacts, and 
describe potential design practices to avoid and minimize potential adverse environmental impacts. 

1.2 Anaheim to Los Angeles Section Alternatives 

As described in the NOI/NOP, the A-LA HST Project El R/EIS will consider a No Action or No Project 
Alternative and a Dedicated HST Alternative for the A-LA corridor. These alternatives are briefly 
described below. 

No Project Alternative: The No Project (No Action or No Build) Alternative is the baseline for 
assessment of the HST alternatives. The No Project Alternative represents the region's transportation 
system (highway, air, and conventional rail) as it existed in 2007, and as it would exist after completion 
of transportation programs or projects currently planned for funding and implementation by 2035. The 
No Project Alternative defines the existing and future intercity transportation system for the A-LA corridor 
based on programmed and funded improvements to the intercity transportation system through 2035, 
according to the following sources of information: the State Transportation Improvement Program (5TIP), 
Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) for all modes of travel, airport plans, and intercity passenger rail 
plans. 

Dedicated HST Alternatives: The Authority proposes to construct, operate, and maintain an electric- 
powered steel-wheel-on-steel-rail HST system capable of speeds in excess of 200 miles per hour (mph) 
(320 kilometers per hour, or kph) on dedicated, fully grade-separated tracks, with state-of-the-art safety, 
signaling, and automated train control systems. The A-LA corridor selected by the Authority and FRA in 
late 2005 follows the existing LOSSAN Corridor from Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) as far south as 
Irvine, and is proposed for speeds of up to 125 miles per hour, or mph (200 kph). However, the A-LA 
HST Project EIR/EIS will consider HST service only as far south as Anaheim. HST service between 
Anaheim and Irvine may be considered separately in the future. 

Further engineering studies will develop HST alternatives by refining alternative alignments in the 
corridor, including the previously considered alignment alternative that shares tracks with other 
passenger services separated from freight in the existing right-of-way with four total tracks (two for 
passenger rail service and two for freight) between Los Angeles and Fullerton. South of Fullerton, the 
alignment would have two tracks, with additional passing tracks located at intermediate stations. The 


^ Please refer to Figure 1. Highway route numbers are provided as a generai reference for the reader, and not as 
an indication of the iimits of the corridor or study area. 
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electrified HST would share tracks (at reduced speeds) with non-electric Metrolink commuter rail, Amtrak 
Surfliner intercity services, and occasional freight trains (there are fewer freight operations south of 
Fullerton). This alignment is based on the assumption that the capacity and compatibility issues 
associated with the shared operations with existing non-electric service (Surfliners, Metrolink, and freight) 
will be resolved. Additional alignment alternatives will be considered involving dedicated HST tracks that 
may be exclusive to HST service, or that may also accommodate Metrolink express services. 

Station location options were identified by the Authority and FRA during the Program-Level EIR/EIS 
process considering travel time, train speed, cost, local access times, potential connections with other 
modes of transportation, ridership potential, the distribution of population and major destinations along 
the route, and local planning constraints and conditions. Alternative station sites at the general station 
locations identified in the Program-Level EIR/EIS will be identified and evaluated in detail in the Project 
EIR/EIS. Station area development policies to encourage transit-friendly development near, and around, 
HST stations will be developed in coordination with local and regional planning agencies that would have 
the potential to promote higher density, mixed-use, pedestrian-oriented development around the 
stations. Potential station locations to be evaluated in the A-LA HST Project EIR/EIS include: Union 
Station in the City of Los Angeles, the Norwalk Transportation Center in the City of Norwalk, and the 
Anaheim Regional Transportation I ntermodal Center (ARTIC) in the City of Anaheim. I n addition, 
alternative locations for turnback/layover train storage facilities and a main HST repair and heavy 
maintenance facility will be evaluated. 

1.3 Scopi NG Process 

The process of determining the focus and content of an EIR/EIS is known as scoping. Scoping helps to 
identify the range of actions, alternatives, environmental effects, and mitigation measures to be analyzed 
in an EIR/EIS. Scoping is also intended to raise the concerns of the public, affected agencies, and other 
interested parties. Important environmental issues may be identified through public and agency 
comments. 

Scoping is not conducted to resolve differences concerning the merits of a project or to anticipate the 
ultimate decision on a proposal. Rather, the purpose of scoping is to help determine the focus and 
content of an EIR/EIS. 

The objectives of the A-LA HST Project EIR/EIS scoping process were to: 

• Inform the agencies and interested members of the public about the proposed A-LA HST project, 
including CEQA and NEPA requirements; 

• Identify concerns and issues regarding environmental topics; 

• Identify concerns and issues regarding alignments and station locations in the A-LA corridor to be 
analyzed in the Project EIR/EIS; 

• Identify mitigation measures or approaches to avoid and minimize impacts; these measures and 
approaches may be useful and explored further in the Project EIR/EIS; and 

• Develop a mailing list of agencies and individuals interested in future opportunities to review the 
Project EIR/EIS. 

The scoping process and the input gathered during the scoping period are documented in this report. 
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It is important to note that although scoping is a distinct stage in the Project EIR/EIS process, public 
involvement activities extend throughout the entire Project EIR/EIS process. These activities allow for 

interaction and identification of public and 
agency issues and concerns with the Project 
EIR/EIS throughout the study process. 


During the scoping process, agencies and 
interested members of the public raised 
questions and concerns related to the A-LA 
HST project section. Comments received 
during the scoping process will assist the 
Authority and FRA in their review and 
evaluation of alternatives. 


Discussion held during the Scoping Meeting in Los Angeles 


1.4 I nitiation of El R/ El S Scoping 

A California State NOP was distributed to the State Clearinghouse; elected officials; local, regional, and 
state agencies; and the interested public on March 12, 2007 (see Appendix A). A NOI was published in 
the Federal Register on March 15, 2007 (Appendix B). The NOP and NOI identified the purpose of the 
project, the project limits, a description of alternatives to be considered, the need for agency input, 
potential environmental impacts of the project, points of contact for additional information regarding the 
project, and the dates and locations of the scoping meetings. 

1.5 Scoping Activities 


The scoping meetings for the A-LA HST 
Project EIR/EIS were conducted in April 
2007. The public workshops and scoping 
meetings drew over 100 participants. The 
geographical extent of this section of the 
proposed HST project led to scoping 
meetings being held in Los Angeles, 

Anaheim, and Norwalk. 

The scoping process included three formally 
noticed agency and public scoping meetings 
(see Table 1). At each location, two 
sessions were held, the first from 3:00 to 
5:00 p.m. and the second from 6:00 to 8:00 
p.m. Each session included an open house 
followed by a presentation. Discussion held during the Scoping Meeting in Norwalk 
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Table 1 


Scoping Meeting Locations and Times 


Date 

City 

Location/ Address 

Time of Public Agency & 
General Public Meetings 

AI05I07 

Los 

Angeles 

Union Station/METRO, METRO Board Room, One 
Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles 

3:00-5:00 p.m. 
6:00-8:00 p.m. 

4/11/07 

Anaheim 

Gordon Hoyt Conference Room, City Hall West, 201 
South Anaheim Boulevard, Anaheim 

3:00-5:00 p.m. 
6:00-8:00 p.m. 

4/12/07 

Norwalk 

Norwalk Transportation Center, Arts & Sports 
Complex Community Meeting Center (Sproul 

Room), 13200 Clarkdale Avenue, Norwalk 

3:00-5:00 p.m. 
6:00-8:00 p.m. 


A joint scoping meeting was held in Los Angeles in conjunction with the Los Angeles to Palmdale Corridor 
HST project section. 

Along with the HST scoping presentation shown at the Anaheim scoping meeting, the City of Anaheim 
held a joint meeting that provided information about the proposed ARTIC. Comment and information 
tables were set up for both projects concurrently in the same meeting room. 

Materials used during the scoping meetings included exhibits and handouts distributed at the meetings 
and through the Authority's Internet website ( www.cahiqhspeedrail.ca.qov ). These materials included 
the following items: 

• Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Notice of I ntent (NOI) (see Appendix A of this document) 

• Scoping Meeting Announcements (see Appendix B) 

• Scoping Meeting Distribution List and Newspaper Notices/Articles (see Appendix C) 

• Scoping Meeting Attendance Lists (see Appendix D) 

• Scoping Meeting Handout Materials and Presentations (see Appendix E) 

• Scoping Comment Cards (see Appendix F) 

• Written Public Scoping Comments (see Appendix G) 

• Written Agency Scoping Comments/Record of Verbal Comments (see Appendix H) 

• Scoping Meeting Photographs (see Appendix I) 

• Scoping Meeting Display Boards (see Appendix J) 

• A copy of the 2005 Final Program-Level El R/EIS for the California HST System 

At each meeting, attendees were asked to sign in and provide contact information so that updates and 
future notices could be sent to them. Authority and project consultant staff facilitated the scoping 
meetings to provide general information and instruction on ways to provide public comment. 

Authority staff and Regional Team representatives welcomed the attendees, presented an overview of 
the project, and responded to individual questions posed by meeting participants. Each meeting began 
with a 45 minute open house during which Authority staff and consultants were present to answer 
questions and discuss materials being handed out or shown on display boards around the room. 

Following the open house, PowerPoint slide presentations were made regarding the HST scoping process. 
The public was then encouraged to ask for clarification regarding the presentation at an open house 
immediately following the scoping presentation. 

Written and verbal comments from these meetings are included and summarized in this report (see 
Section 3). Written comments provided via mail and via e-mail are also included. Thirty-four letters and 
30 written comment cards were received during the public meetings and throughout the scoping period. 
Copies of the comment cards and letters are provided in Appendices F and G. 
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2.0 Public and Agency I nvolvement During Scoping Period 

2.1 Summary of Scoping activities 


Various federal, State and local agencies; elected officials; community, business, and environmental 
leaders and organizations; and other interested individuals received notification of the public 
workshops/scoping meetings. Scoping included: implementation of a communication plan, development 
of themes and messages, implementation of a project hotline and newsletter network, early engagement 
with key stakeholders, and media communications, as described below. 


• Approximately 4,500 bilingual (English/Spanish) notices, which provided meeting information for 
the three public scoping meetings, the Authority web site address, and project hotline number, 
were sent via the U.S. Postal Service to elected officials, government agencies, city halls, 
chambers of commerce, residents, previous meeting attendees, businesses, and community- 
based organizations on March 20, 2007. In addition, over 1,000 additional meeting notices were 
sent to cities along the corridor for distribution at their public information counters. 

• Notification of the scoping meetings was published in 13 local newspapers in March 2007. These 
newspapers included the Daily News, The Commerce Comet, Los Angeles Downtown News, Los 
Angeles Times, Rafu Shimpo, Eastern Group, La Opinion, The Long Beach Press-Telegram, 

Orange County Register, The Daily Breeze, Whittier Daily News, Orange County Excelsior, and LA 
Citizen. 

• A press release was distributed twice to all local television and radio media, and to 76 local print 
media. Examples of where the information was published include: LA Daily News, Orange County 
Register, Huntington Beach Community News, Whittier Daily News, San Gabriel Valley Tribune, 
Pasadena Star News, Anaheim City News. 

• The media was again notified via outreach staff phone calls following the second press release 
distribution. 


• Information for all three meetings was included on the Fact Sheet and brochures (in English and 
Spanish) that were distributed at all previous meetings and presentations. 

• Chambers of commerce were requested to distribute and publish meeting information on their 
websites, in e-newsletters, and via mass e-mails. 

• Local elected officials were asked to announce the meetings on their websites and in e- 
newsletters to their constituents (e.g. State Assemblyman J im Silva sent an e-newsletter). 

• Twelve cities along the corridor were forwarded a staff-prepared notice to post on their web sites 
and cable access channels, and to release to their internal distribution lists. 

• 224 community-based organizations and homeowners associations throughout the study area 
were contacted and asked to notify their members with a Consensus Planning Group (CPG) staff- 
prepared Notice (including the Cunningham Report, Transportation and Land Use Collaborative of 
Southern California e-newsletter). 


• Copies of the press release were mass e-mailed by the City of Anaheim to over 3,000 individuals 
and organizations. 

• Chambers of commerce and other professional organizations were requested to send a CPG staff- 
prepared email to their distribution lists. 
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• I nformation was provided on the Authority's website at www.cahiqhspeedrail.qov . 

2.2 Noticed Scoping Meetings 

As shown in Table 1, three meetings were scheduled to provide the public with an opportunity to learn 
more about the project, to ask questions of project managers and staff, and to officially provide feedback 
for the record. Three scoping meetings were held: (1) the first scoping meeting was a joint scoping 
meeting with the Los Angeles to Palmdale project team, held at the offices of Metro in Los Angeles, on 
April 5, 2007; (2) the second scoping meeting was held at Anaheim City Hall West, Gordon Hoyt Room in 
Anaheim, on April 11, 2007; (3) the third scoping meeting was held at the Norwalk Arts and Sports 
Complex in Norwalk, on April 12, 2007. 

A number of overall themes related to HST were raised at the public scoping meetings, as follows: 

• Energy efficiency and the incorporation of renewable energy solutions; 

• Impacts on land use, communities, and neighborhoods; 

• Noise and vibration impacts need to be thoroughly addressed; 

• Affordability of HST system; 

• Adverse construction impacts on commuting conditions, street traffic, and impacts to congestion; 

• Air pollution and air quality issues related to interstate and airplane travel; 

• Gentrification and displacement of residences/museums/parks/cultural centers along alternative 
alignments; 

• Safety and security of passengers and residences around stations; 

• I nterest and suggestions concerning Taylor Yard, for the Los Angeles to Palmdale section of the 
HST system; 

• Interest in alignments traveling through Irvine and south to San Diego, to Palmdale International 
Airport, to Los Angeles International Airport (LAX)/South Bay/Long Beach area, and north to 
Seattle; 

• Compatibility with existing Amtrak and Metrolink train schedules; and 

• Transit-oriented development around LAUS. 

Section 3.0 of this document provides a complete listing of the comments received regarding the HST 
project. 

2.3 Briefings to Stakeholders 

In addition to the noticed scoping meetings, the Authority made presentations to community-based 
organizations, business groups, local agencies, and city officials based along the proposed Orange County 
to Los Angeles project corridor. The purpose of the presentations was to allow the Authority to re¬ 
introduce the HST project and describe the environmental process. 
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The presentations were an important opportunity for each stakeholder to learn more about the project, 
have access to project managers and team staff who could answer their questions, have an informal 
forum in which to state their positions on behalf of their constituencies, become informed of the 
upcoming environmental review process, and be invited to participate at the scoping meetings. Each 
person in attendance received a public information packet and viewed a PowerPoint slide presentation on 
the overall statewide project, relevant to the specifics of the Orange County to Los Angeles project 
section. 

The following is a list of the presentations that occurred during the pre-scoping phase. 

2/7/2007 City of Anaheim 

2/8/2007 Los Angeles Councilman J ose Huizar 

2/12/2007 Office of Los Angeles Councilwoman J an Perry 
2/20/2007 City of Anaheim - Transit Master Plan Workshop 

2/21/2007 Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce - Transportation and Goods Movement Committee 

2/21/2007 Office of Supervisor Gloria Molina 

2/21/2007 Office of Los Angeles Councilman Eric Garcetti 

2/23/2007 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) - Regional Directors 

2/26/2007 City of Buena Park 

2/27/2007 The Transit Coalition 

2/27/2007 Los Angeles Councilwoman Wendy Greuel 

3/5/2007 Los Angeles Councilman Tom LaBonge 

3/7/2007 Consulting Engineers and Land Surveyors of California (CELSOC) Luncheon 
3/7/2007 City of Norwalk 

3/7/2007 Office of Los Angeles Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa 
3/7/2007 Los Angeles Councilman Ed Reyes 
3/8/2007 OCTA - Darrell J ohnson. Planning Manager 
3/8/2007 ARTIC Project - Carter Burgess (Project Consultants) 

3/9/2007 Walt Disney I magineering 

3/12/2007 City of Pico Rivera Grants Administration 

3/12/2007 City of Norwalk - J im Parker, Transportation Director 

3/13/2007 City of Norwalk - Fred Latham, City Manager 

3/13/2007 City of Santa Fe Springs 

3/13/2007 Central City Association (CCA) 

3/14/2007 Fullerton Chamber of Commerce - Theresa Harvey, Executive Director 
3/14/2007 Office of Congresswoman Loretta Sanchez - District Director 
3/15/2007 Caltrans District 7 Environmental Department 

3/15/2007 Office of Congressman Ed Royce - District Director 
3/19/2007 City of Commerce - Linda Olivieri, City Manager 

3/21/2007 Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce - Transportation and Goods Movement Committee 
3/22/2007 OCTA - TPO Committee 

3/23/2007 Metro 

3/26/2007 OCTA - BOD Meeting 

3/26/2007 City of Fullerton - Chris Meyer, City Manager 
3/26/2007 Anaheim Visitor and Convention Bureau - Charles Ahers, President 
3/26/2007 Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council (DLANC) - Transportation and Public 
Works Committee 

3/27/2007 City of Commerce Industrial Council 

3/28/2007 Metro with Carol I nge 

4/2/2007 City of Orange 

4/3/2007 City of Santa Ana 

4/4/2007 Gateway Cities Council of Governments Executive Committee 

4/4/2007 Gateway Cities Council of Governments Transportation Committee 
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DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 


3.0 Public Scoping Comments 

3.1 Summary of Written Public Scoping Comments 

Thirty four letters and 30 written comment cards were received during the scoping period. The 
remainder of this report provides a summary of written issues raised either by those in attendance at the 
scoping meetings or through correspondence and other communication (see Tables 2 to 8). Comments 
are organized first by general topic, then by type of stakeholder (e.g., federal agency, community 
organization, etc.), and finally by individual commenter. Copies of scoping correspondence, e-mails, and 
written comment cards are contained in Appendices F, G, and H. 
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DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 


Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 


Protection of the Environment - Comments 


Reievant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 


Federal Agencies 


Nova Blaze], 

Manager, 

Environmental 

Review Office, EPA 

■ EPA supports the concept of a HST system in California that can provide an alternative to increasing vehicle 
miles traveled and lead to reduced environmental impacts. 

■ Develop a construction traffic and parking management plan that minimizes traffic interference and maintains 
traffic flow. 

■ Minimize the parking lots to the greatest extent possible at the stations. 

■ Coordinate with other transit providers to maximize station access by transit. 

■ Design the new facilities to be pedestrian and bicycle-friendly; link to other modes of transit. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 


■ The proposed project is located in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB). The SCAB has the worst 8 -hour ozone 
and PM 2.5 problems in the nation, and attainment of these National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) 
will require massive reductions from mobile sources, given the rapid growth in this emissions category and 
the long lifespan of diesel engines. 

■ The proposed project may require a general conformity determination by FRA. If required, the Draft EIS 
should include the general conformity determination with related mitigation commitments. FRA and CHSRA 
should work with the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) to ensure that anticipated 
emissions from the proposed project are consistent with the Air Quality Management Plan. 

■ The Draft El S should include a discussion of the PM 10 requirements, including reflection of the changes to 

PM 10 project hotspot procedures established in EPA's March 10, 2006 final revisions to the transportation 
conformity rule (see 71 FR 12468) or EPA's March 2006 guidance document on PM hotspots. 

■ Where applicable, ensure the PM 10 project hotspot analysis is performed following the March 2006 procedures 
and that the analysis reflects the changes of the procedures. 

■ The Draft EIS should include SCAQMD requirements to reduce emissions. 

■ Due to the serious nature of the PMio and PM 2.5 conditions in the project area, EPA recommends that the 
best available control measures (BACM) for these pollutants be implemented at all times and that the Draft 

EIS, Final EIS and RQD incorporate a Construction Mitigation Plan. EPA recommends that (1) all applicable 
requirements under SCAQMD Rules be adhered to, and (2) the following additional and/or revised measures 
be incorporated into a Construction Mitigation Plan: 

■ Identify where the implementation of mitigation measures is rejected based on economic infeasibility. 

■ Utilize cleanest available fuel engines in construction equipment and identify opportunities for 
electrification. Use low sulfur fuel (diesel with 15 parts per million or less) in engines where alternative 
fuels such as biodiesel and natural gas are not possible. 

3.2 Air Quality 
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Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Reievant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 


Nova Blaze], 

Manager, 

Environmental 

Review Office, EPA 
(continued) 

■ Incorporate information developed for the Missing Linkages Report and identify how alternatives have been 
designed to allow for continued wildlife movement (California Missing Linkages Report). 

■ Use data developed for the statewide California Wildlife Action Plan (CWAP) to inform the siting of alternatives 
and mitigation ideas. Identify in the Draft EIS the specific design changes proposed to avoid resources. The 
CWAP addresses 800 at-risk species and provides range maps. 

■ EPA recommends that FRA and CHSRA facilitate a meeting of scientists and local experts to explore the 
specific locations and design features for wildlife crossings that are needed. 

■ Identify the connections that would likely remain after construction of the HST system and highlight these 
areas as "connectivity zones" for protection and preservation. In the Draft EIS, identify specific commitments 
for preservation of these corridors through mitigation measures and cooperative agreements. 

■ Disclose how fencing the train route will affect wildlife movement and discuss how fencing for safety purposes 
will be integrated with proposed wildlife passages, such as culverts, bridges, viaducts, underpasses, and 
overpasses. 

■ The Draft EIS should address nocturnal and diurnal impacts to wildlife activities such as foraging, predator 
avoidance, and nesting that may be affected by the new sounds and vibrations introduced to natural habitats. 

3.6 Biological Resources 
and Wetlands 

■ Methods to incorporate effective public participation into the NEPA process should be fully described and 
implemented early to better incorporate public concerns into the planning process. 

7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement 

■ Where potential acquisition of property is proposed, an open, participatory process involving affected 
residents should be implemented. 

■ Include opportunities for incorporating public input to promote context-sensitive design, especially in 
environmental justice communities. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental J ustice 
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Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Nova Blaze], 

Manager, 

Environmental 

Review Office, EPA 
(continued) 

■ Identify which land use model will be used, discuss its strengths and weaknesses, and describe why it was 
selected. 

■ Describe which method will be used to allocate growth to analysis zones, its strength and weaknesses, and 
why that method was selected. 

■ Verify and ground truth the results of the land use model by enlisting local expertise involved in land use 
issues, such as local government officials, land use and transportation planners, home loan officers, and real 
estate representatives. 

■ Identify station locations that are currently zoned for high density development and those that are not. 

Address potential growth-related mitigation efforts, including incentives for transit-oriented development, 
measures to increase the capacity of city/county planning efforts, and mechanisms to encourage TOD. 

■ Use FHWA and Caltrans' recently published growth-related impacts guidance, which is applicable to growth- 
related impact analyses for non-road projects outside of California. 

■ Identify the expected land use changes associated with station locations. 

■ Identify the associated environmental impacts of those land use changes, both indirect and cumulative. 

■ Identify parties responsible for mitigating the environmental impacts associated with the indirect and 
cumulative impacts of the proposed land use changes. 

■ Support policies that will increase density and mixed-use land uses in the station areas. 

3.12 Local Growth, 

Station Planning and 

Land Use; 


■ The cumulative impacts analysis should provide the context for understanding the magnitude of the impacts 
of the alternatives by analyzing the impacts of other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects or 
actions and then considering those cumulative impacts in their entirety. Where adverse cumulative impacts 
are identified, the Draft EIS should disclose the parties that would be responsible for avoiding, minimizing, 
and mitigating those adverse impacts. 

■ EPA recommends that FRA and CHSRA use Caltrans' recently published cumulative impacts guidance, which is 
applicable to cumulative impact analyses for non-road projects. 

Cumulative impacts 
evaluation in all technical 
chapters 


■ The Draft EIS should identify the amount of material to be removed per mile of tunnel and where material will 
be disposed of or stored. Any impacts associated with the transport and storage of fill should be described 
and mitigated. Discuss the tunneling methodology to be utilized and the corresponding environmental 
impacts. Identify specific design measures and options to ensure that the full scope of environmental impacts 
associated with tunneling are considered in project design. 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 

Wade Smith, Senior 
Environmental 
Coordinator, 
Southwest Division, 
Amtrak 

■ Displacement of commercial and residential properties, communities and neighborhood impacts and 
disruption should be addressed. 

■ Potential for environmental justice concerns should be included under the topics of community and 
neighborhood impacts. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental j ustice 


■ The potential for increased noise and vibration should be addressed. 

3.3 Noise and Vibration 
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Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Wade Smith, Senior 
Environmental 
Coordinator, 
Southwest Division, 
Amtrak 

■ Address traffic impacts associated with stations. 

■ Address traffic impacts associated with stations, if co-location is proposed, will require evaluation of current 
and projected ridership patterns and parking requirements of existing passenger rail service, in addition to 
future projected HST ridership and ongoing station area development policies encouraging transit-friendly 
development. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 

(continued) 

■ Address affects on historic properties/archaeological sites. 

■ Address impacts to parks and recreation resources. 

3.15 Cultural Resources: 

6.0 Section 4(f) 


■ Address visual quality effects. 

3.14 Aesthetics and 

Visual Quality 


■ Address exposure to seismic and flood hazards. 

3.8 Geology, Soils and 
Seismicity: 3.7 Hydrology 
and Water Resources 


■ Address impacts to water resources, wetlands, and sensitive biological species and habitat. 

■ There is considerable community interest in the revitalization and restoration of the Los Angeles River area 
adjacent to existing rail infrastructure. Please evaluate/consider the proposed river restoration efforts in the 
Draft EIR/EIS. 

3.7 Hydrology and Water 
Resources: 4.15 

Biological Resources and 
Wetlands 


■ Address land use compatibility impacts. 

3.12 Local Growth, 

Station Planning and 

Land Use 


■ Address impacts to agricultural lands. 

3.6 Biological Resources 
and Wetlands 


■ Address energy use. 

3.5 Public Utilities and 
Energy 


■ The potential for electromagnetic exposure/interference should be addressed. 

3. EMI/EMF 


■ How will the alternative corridors be evaluated for the potential presence of hazardous materials/hazardous 
waste? How will these materials be managed if detected during construction? Who will be financially 
responsible for the removal of hazardous materials/waste during construction? 

3.9 Hazardous Wastes 
and Materials 
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Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

David H. Sulouff, 
Chief, Bridge 

Section, Eleventh 
Coast Guard 

District, U.S. 
Department of 
Homeland 
Security/United 

States Coast Guard 

■ Discuss proposed impacts of, and procedures for, constructing, altering or demolishing bridges in the NEPA 
document. 

■ The NEPA document should also contain data on the number, size and types of vessels using, or projected to 
use, the waterway. 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 

Regional Agencies 

Arthur Leahy, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
OCTA 

■ Extending high-speed rail service south of Anaheim will likely present possible environmental justice issues, 
and noise and vibration concerns. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental j ustice; 

3.3 Noise and Vibration 

Tony J usay. 
Transportation 
Planner, Metro 

■ Address parking at stations, and potential negative aspects of large car parking lots for proposed stations: 
limit parking and provide space for bicycle parking/non-motorized travel as mitigation measures in EIR/EIS. 

■ Include available space inside passenger cars for bicycle parking and storage. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 

Ryan Chamberlain, 
Branch Chief, Local 
Development/I nter- 
governmental 

Review, 

Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans District 

12 ) 

■ The Project EIR/EIS should identify any and all potential permanent and temporary impacts to State Facilities 
including, but not limited to, visual, traffic, grading and storm water runoff impacts. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation; 3.14 

Aesthetics and Visual 
Quality; 3.8 Geology, 

Soils and Seismicity: 3.7 
Hydrology and Water 
Resources 
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Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Ryan Chamberlain, 
Branch Chief, Local 
Development/I nter- 
governmental 

Review, 

Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans District 

12 ) (continued) 

■ Traffic Operations requests that HSR uses the latest version of the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 
methodologies when analyzing traffic impacts on State Transportation Facilities. 

■ Should the project require an encroachment permit, traffic operations may find the Traffic Impact Study 
based on ICU methodology inadequate, resulting in possible delays in Caltrans permitting. All input sheets, 
assumptions and volumes on state facilities, including ramps and intersections, should be submitted to 

Caltrans for review and approval. 

■ The impact on the State Transportation system should be evaluated based on Caltrans Traffic Impact Study 
(TIS) Guidelines. Appropriate mitigation measures, if applicable, are to be proposed and submitted for review 
and comment. The study should address the issue of riders transferring from one mode of transportation to 
another. Caltrans would like to see a discussion about the impacts to their facilities (e.g., encroachment into 
right-of-way). Also, include a discussion on support facilities, transit connections, and modal connections 
from the freeway systems in Orange County. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 


■ All work within the State right-of-way must conform to Caltrans Standard Plans and Standard Specifications 
for Water Pollution Control, including production of a Water Pollution Control Program (WPCP) or Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as required. Measures must be incorporated to contain all vehicle loads 
and avoid any tracking of materials that may fall or blow onto Caltrans roadways or facilities. All projects 
involving soil disturbance activities should carefully consider storm water pollution control during the "Rainy 
Season" (October 1 through April 30) and follow the Water Pollution Control BMPs to minimize impact to the 
receiving waters. 

■ All encroachment into Caltrans right-of-way for the HST system should be clearly noted in the Environmental 
Document. At all encroachments into Caltrans right-of-way, all permanent treatment BMPs that are to be 
incorporated in order to comply with all federal. State and local water quality regulations need to be clearly 
described. All potential temporary impacts to water quality during construction should be noted. This 
includes, but is not limited to: 

3.7 Hydrology and Water 
Resources 
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DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 


Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Ryan Chamberlain, 
Branch Chief, Local 
Development/I nter- 
governmental 

Review, 

Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans District 

12 ) (continued) 

o List all potential receiving water bodies for any areas where construction may occur within Caltrans right- 
of-way, including any special concerns regarding those water bodies, such as presence of wetlands, listed 
water bodies and/or any TMDLs, building over/in a water body, sensitive habitat, or any other condition 
which would make the location environmentally sensitive, 
o Areas of potential dewatering operations, 
o Any required water quality-related permits. 

o Type and size of dedicated rail grade separations and proposed security features, such as installation of 
fencing and/or maintenance access, 
o Any modifications to existing drainage systems, 
o Depth to ground water. 

o Any potential soil contaminants, such as ADL or any other contaminates, 
o Identification of potential contaminates and their source. 

o Listing of temporary BMP/mitigation measures that may be implemented to ensure water quality and 
conformance to all federal and state water quality related laws. 

■ Address cumulative areas of Disturbed Soil Areas (DSAs) for each separate location of encroachment. 

3.7 Hydrology and Water 
Resources 


■ High-speed trains must be grade-separated due to the fact that the velocity and momentum of a high-speed 
train would allow a much smaller margin of error for both train operators and drivers, which could cause 
severe accidents. 

3.10 Safety and Security 

David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 

■ For those segments of the HST network in congested urban corridors that may be operating in mixed traffic, 
the El R/EIS must address the impacts on both passenger and freight rail service of the shared use of existing 
rail right-of-way. The issues related to operating FRA-compatible or non-compatible equipment on a shared 
corridor or shared track basis and operating California PUC-compliant platforms and horizontal and vertical 
clearances should be determined early in the project development process and before preliminary track 
alignment and station configurations are determined. 

■ The idea of dropping tens of thousands of HST passengers into Union Station must include potentially 
significant improvements to the pedestrian, baggage, and transit connection services. 

2.0 Alternatives 


■ The construction impacts of the HST system on both SCRRA and freight operations must be carefully 
addressed in the EIR/EIS. 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 


■ The EIR/EIS must address the impacts of shade, shadow, noise and vibration in non-industrial areas. 

3.14 Aesthetics and 

Visual Quality; 3.3 Noise 
and Vibration 


■ By increasing Metrolink's operating costs/subsidies, the HST system will limit their ability to meet projected 
ridership demand. Should this occur, the HST system would have an adverse environmental impact, which 
must be explicitly addressed in the EIR/EIS. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 
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Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 
(continued) 

■ This project meets the unusual circumstances test required to increase the public comment period under 

CEOA. 

■ SCRRA [Southern California Regional Rail AuthorityJ requests that at least a 180-day review period for this 
project be incorporated into the schedule. The draft schedule for finalization of the environmental documents 
after the comment period closes seems unreasonably short. 1 n light of the number of substantive comments 
which can reasonably be expected, and the requirement to provide written responses which provide a good 
faith reasoned analysis with supporting factual information, a time period this short suggests the comments to 
the document could not be appropriately evaluated and incorporated into the final documents. 

7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement 


■ High platforms offer the safest, quickest boarding. 

3.10 Safety and Security 


■ The construction of a new high-speed train structure and/or integration of high-speed rail into at-grade truck 
facilities on existing rail right-of-way will require the use of valuable and irreplaceable rail corridor property 
that could have otherwise been used to expand conventional rail service facilities. 

5.3 Significant 

1 rreversible 

Environmental Changes 
Which Would be Involved 
in the Proposed Project 
Should it be 

1 mplemented 

Jacob Lieb, 

Manager, 
Environmental 
Division, Southern 

■ Expect the EIR to specifically cite the appropriate SCAG policies and address the manner in which the project 
is consistent with applicable core policies or supportive of applicable ancillary policies. Please use SCAG's 
policy numbers to refer to them in the EIR. Also, SCAG encourages that a side-by-side comparison of SCAG 
policies with a discussion of the consistency or support of the policy with the proposed project is used. 

3.12 Local Growth, 

Station Planning and 

Land Use 

California 

Association of 
Governments 

■ The EIR should reflect the most current SCAG forecasts, which are the 2004 RTP (April 2004) Population, 
Household and Employment forecasts. 

■ Would like the EIR/EIS to follow SCAG's Growth Management Goals to develop urban forms that enable 
individuals to spend less income on housing cost; to minimize public and private development costs; that 
enable firms to be more competitive; to strengthen the regional strategic goal to stimulate the regional 
economy. 

■ Decisions regarding growth, transportation, land use, and economic development should be made to promote 
and sustain for future generations the region's mobility, livability and prosperity. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental J ustice;; 
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Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Betty Miller, 

Statewide Local 
Development 

1 ntergovernmental 
Review 

Coordinator, 
Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans District 7) 

■ Caltrans recommends that the project refer to and be consistent with the LOSSAN corridor environmental 
document, which describes system constraints (especially through parts of Orange County). 

Throughout EIR/EIS. 

Brad McAllester, 
Executive Officer, 
Long Range 

Planning and 
Coordination, Metro 

■ A Traffic 1 mpact Analysis (TIA) with highway, freeway and transit components is required under the State of 
California Congestion Management Program (CMP) statute. The CMP TIA Guidelines are published in the 

2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 

■ Metro requests that the operating energy, operating cost and potential energy savings of HSR at initial speeds 
of 125 miles per hour be considered in addition to very high-speed operation. 

3.5 Energy 

■ Would like the placement of HSR tracks in surface level box structures covered in soil evaluated, for it would 
allow the trains to approach stations at relatively high-speed without noise or visual impacts on the 
surrounding community. 

2.0 Alternatives 

J ui 1 ng Chien, Park 
Planner, County of 
Los Angeles 
Department of 

Parks and 

Recreation 

■ Construction of the project would create noise and air quality impacts to park patrons. 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 

■ Operation of the project may produce ongoing noise impacts. 

3.3 Noise and Vibration 

■ Consider the impacts of a HST system onto LA. River trails along the LOSSAN corridor. 

■ This project may impact County Trails such as (1) Trail #2 - Proposed Los Angeles River Trail; (2) Trail #5 - 
Rio Hondo River Trail; (3) Trail #8 - San Gabriel River Trail. 

■ The proposed alignments would be close in proximity to four park facilities located within the cities of Whittier 
and La Mirada. 

■ The proposed rail may create a physical barrier to the public's accessibility to the parks. Undergrounding of 
the proposed alignment through or adjacent to these facilities should be considered. 

3.12 Local Growth, 

Station Planning and 

Land Use; 6.0 Section 

4(f) 
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Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Cities 

Jason Chan, City of 
LA. 

■ 1 mprove the Santa Ana River at the same time. 

3.6 Biological Resources 
and Wetlands 

Nick Maricich, 
Planning Assistant, 
City of L.A. 

■ Concerned with issues such as wildlife corridors and linkages. 

3.6 Biological Resources 
and Wetlands 

■ Transportation and land use issues need to be coordinated with local municipalities. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation; 3.12 Local 
Growth, Station Planning 
and Land Use 

■ Would like to see additional outreach efforts conducted to inform the public of the proposed system, as well 
as its benefits. 

7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement 

Gary Milliman, City 
Manager, City of 
South Gate 

■ Noise issue needs to be carefully addressed in the Project El R/EIS. 

3.3 Noise and Vibration 

Alice Angus, 
Community 
Development 
Director, City of 
Orange 

■ City requests that the Draft EIR/EIS include a capacity analysis using ICU methodology of all signalized 
intersections on Katella between the Santa Ana River and Tustin Street, on Main Street between Taft and 
Chapman, Chapman between Main and State College and Orangewood between Main and the SR-57 ramps. 

■ The existing traffic management software and hardware used by the City of Orange Traffic Management 

Center should be analyzed to determine if upgrades are necessary to adequately accommodate ARTIC-related 
traffic flows on Katella Avenue. This should include an operational intertie between Orange's and Anaheim's 
Traffic Management Centers. 

■ The City also expects that the traffic analysis will address a "project opening year" scenario as well as a long¬ 
term (cumulative) scenario. 

■ The EIR/EIS must include adequate mitigation measures to address increased traffic volumes and increased 
demand on Orange infrastructure and must maintain an acceptable Level of Service of LOS D, per the City's 
General Plan Circulation Element. 

■ Please ensure that traffic volumes for the long-term traffic analysis scenario reflect the City's updated land 
use densities and circulation system. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation; 3.16 
Cumulative 1 mpacts 
Evaluation 
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Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Donald J ensen, 
Director of Public 
Works, City of 

■ The property acquisition will have a significant effect on land-use compatibility and will raise property and 
environmental justice issues. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental | ustice 

Santa Fe Springs 

■ It is anticipated that there will be a significant increase in noise due to the installation of the fourth track. A 
noise analysis should be conducted to identify areas of mitigation. 

3.3 Noise and Vibration 


■ Where an elevated track or trench track is proposed, the City is concerned with the aesthetics of the project. 
The proposed HST improvements will cause significant changes in the visual landscape along the corridor. 

City officials have specific concerns with the aesthetics regarding the number and spacing of the overhead 
electric poles providing power for HST. City's policy is to underground as many new utilities as possible; 
however they understand the need for the overhead electrical poles in this instance. City is requesting that 
measures be taken to minimize the "soldier" look of the overhead poles within the corridor. 

3.14 Aesthetics and 

Visual Quality 

Shohreh Dupuis, 
Transit Manager, 

City of Anaheim 

■ Please ensure that the following streets in the City of Anaheim all have full highway grade separations: State 
College, Cerritos, Ball, La Palma, and Orangethorpe. 

■ Need to ensure that the El R at a minimum examines pedestrian separations or closures at Vermont, South, 
Santa Ana, Broadway, Sycamore and North Street, with possible bike path separations at Santa Ana, 

Sycamore and La Palma, which are designated on the City's master plan of bikeways as bike trails/paths. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 

Chris Meyer, City 
Manager, City of 
Fullerton 

■ The Fullerton City Council has taken a position supporting continued planning of the Authority's proposed 
high-speed rail system. 


Private Organizations & Associations 

Al Bahm, Sierra 

■ Address noise pollution emitted from the HSR trains. 

3.3 Noise and Vibration 

Club 

■ Concerned about the electromagnetic fields emitted from the overhead transmission/power lines along the 
corridor. 

3.4 EMI/EMF 


■ Address air quality. 

3.2 Air Quality 


■ Address possible historic preservation of dwelling along the corridor. 

3.15 Cultural Resources 


■ Address public safety at railroad crossings. 

3.10 Safety and Security 

Orlando Benitez, 
Anahuak 

■ If this project is implemented, what are the affects? 

5.1 Unavoidable Adverse 
Environmental Impacts 

Giovanny Campos, 
Anahuak 

■ What are the affects of high-speed rail? 

5.1 Unavoidable Adverse 
Environmental Impacts 
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DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 


Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Raul Macias, 
Founder/President, 

■ Concerned with the occupation of open space and noise. 

6.0 Section 4(f); 3.3 

Noise and Vibration 

Anahuak 

■ Give more importance to the youth; be more inclusive. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental | ustice 

Roxanna 

Menchaca, 

Anahuak 

■ 1 think these trains will be beneficial, but they could also affect our community if they cross through parks. 

Those parks are part of our community. 

3.12 Local Growth, 

Station Planning and 

Land Use; 3.11 
Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental J ustice; 

6.0 Section 4(f) 

J oanne Rasmussen, 

■ Address noise levels in our communities. 

3.3 Noise and Vibration 

Monorail Society 

■ Address air pollution. 

3.2 Air Quality 


■ Address security issues. 

3.10 Safety and Security 

Melinda Seely, 

■ Address noise. 

3.3 Noise and Vibration 

Airfair 

■ Address air pollution (cars, airplanes, and other big polluters). 

3.2 Air Quality 

Aaron, Franklin 
Roosevelt 
Development Club 

■ The project should not be stopped by concerns from environmentalists. 

7.0 Public and Agency 

1 nvolvement 

J im Adams, Council 
Representative, 
Building Trades 
Council 

■ The high-speed rail system is overdue. 

■ The building trades would most likely be supportive of this project. However, we would have concerns 
regarding skilled craftsmen and women utilized in the industry. 

7.0 Public and Agency 

1 nvolvement 

Doug Mangione, 
Business Rep, 

IBEW LU441 

■ 1 represent electricians in Orange County; we will support this in any way we can. 

7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement 
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Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

1 ndividuals / Private Property Owners 

Eric Garcia 

■ The issue of gentrification should be addressed. 

■ How will this affect public housing? 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental | ustice 


■ How much electricity will be consumed by the train? 

3.5 Public Utilities and 
Energy 

Susan J udd 

■ Congestion, energy independence, air quality, and displacement of existing resources should be addressed. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation; 3.5 Public 
Utilities and Energy; 3.2 

Air Quality; 3.12 Local 
Growth, Station Planning 
and Land Use 


■ 1 am very excited about the possibility of the project. There may even be drug-war benefits by reducing 
isolation in remote areas and by providing opportunities for good jobs with the trains and/or transportation to 
distant jobs without driving for hours. 

■ A good way to regain national respect would be to build a world-class rail system. This vision should be 
realized because it has so much potential and so many advantages. 

■ The Project El R/EIS should address the opportunity of creating more jobs. 

3.12 Local Growth, 

Station Planning and 

Land Use 

Karen Malley 

■ Wildlife corridors should be addressed in a Project EIR/EIS. 

3.6 Biological Resources 
and Wetlands 


■ Ensure minimal inconvenience to daily routines while project is under construction. 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 


■ Address earthquake safety with all of the earth-moving required for tracks traveling underneath streets. 

3.8 Geology, Soils and 
Seismicity 
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Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Achilles Young 

■ Areas dedicated to parks, museums, or other cultural centers need to be considered so that they can be 
relocated, if necessary. 

6.0 Section 4(f) 


■ Address impact on established wetlands, flooding, and impacts on farmland. 

3.6 Biological Resources 
and Wetlands; 3.7 
Hydrology and Water 
Resources 


■ Construction impacts on commuters needs to be addressed. 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 


■ Discuss maintenance issues in the Project EIR/EIS (e.g., hazardous wastes disposal, night work, etc.). 

■ Publicize existing modes of travel to justify ridership projections. 

■ Provide hours of operation. 

4.0 Costs and 

Operations; 3.9 

Hazardous Materials and 
Wastes 

Dennis & Amy 

Davis 

■ When a grade separation project entails lowering the rail roadbed to pass beneath a street, consideration 
should be given to the high water tables in many locales. Also, with the electric rail, flooding in these 
depressed areas become sensitive. 

3.7 Hydrology and Water 
Resources 

J onathan Yee 

■ Would like the Project EIR/EIS to address growth-inducing impacts of proposed project. 

■ An assumed density of land uses can be used to project pollution, noise and economic impacts of adjacent 
development in scenarios with the high-speed rail line. 

■ On a city-by-city basis, densities of new development within the last five years can be projected forward in 
the "no build" scenario. 

3.12 Local Growth, 

Station Planning and 

Land Use 3.16 

Cumulative 1 mpacts 


■ HSR will not only improve mobility, but will also reduce noise and pollution. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation; 3.2 Air 

Quality; 3.3 Noise and 
Vibration 
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Table 2 

Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 


Commenter 

Protection of the Environment - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Richard McCarthy 

■ Concerned that construction activity will result in mice infestations as the rodents flee the pile-driving activity 
to reside elsewhere. 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 


■ Security of passengers should be included as part of the station operations along the proposed routes. A new 
HST system in California would make world news, and thus, would be a target for terrorism. 

■ Safety in design should be maintained. 

■ Grade separations should be maintained at all crossings - whether they are vehicular, rail, or pedestrian 
crossings. There could be a freight crossing near Fullerton; this should be eliminated. 

■ A type of barrier may also need to be placed between freight tracks and HST tracks, preventing a freight train 
derailment from colliding with a HST. 

3.10 Safety and Security 


■ Aerials need to illustrate seismic events. Explain how bridge work will withstand expected seismic events. 

Dual pillars may be necessary to support HST. 

3.8 Geology, Soils and 
Seismicity 

J ohn C. Searight 

■ Would like the Project EIR/EIS to address safety at grade crossings and pedestrian access. 

3.10 Safety and Security 


■ Would like Project EIR/EIS to address potential for graffiti. 

3.14 Aesthetics and 

Visual Quality 


■ Reach out to rail historical societies and websites (such as www.trainweb.com). 

■ Suggest some outreach to rail enthusiasts such as the BNSF "Citizens for Rail Society." 

7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement 

J ohn Andrews 

■ Railroad bridges should be provided at all street crossings - no exceptions. 

■ Review every avenue to address safety near the line. 

3.10 Safety and Security 
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Table 3 

Topic 2: Alignment and Station Alternatives 


Commenter 

Aiignment and Station Aitematives - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Federal Agencies 

Wade Smith, Senior 
Environmental 
Coordinator, 
Southwest Division, 
Amtrak 

■ How will potential sites for turnback/layover train storage facilities and a main HST repair and heavy 
maintenance facility be evaluated? Will new and existing sites be evaluated? Will environmental site 
assessments be proposed for new site evaluation? Will engineering/physical specifications and administrative 
(permit) requirements be identified or specified for evaluation of existing maintenance facilities? 

3.16 Cumulative 

Impacts: 2.0 Alternatives 

Regional Agencies 

Arthur T. Leahy, 

Chief Executive 
Officer, OCTA 

■ Desires to work closely with CHSRA on design of features and operations of project. 

■ Strongly favors using the LOSSAN corridor in the HST system. 

■ Does not favor the Union Pacific corridor north of Santa Ana. 

■ Interested in having other alternatives (e.g., other alignments, tunnel or others) developed for this segment 
so that OCTA and local officials can determine the best course of action. 

■ Does not support double-tracking the system (whether high-speed, electrical, or not) in the south Orange 
County historical and coastal areas. 

2.0 Alternatives 

David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 

■ The detailed design of the HST system must actually re-design the whole rail corridor for this combination of 
uses, and must recognize the ultimate build-out of the conventional system as described in the SCRRA 

Strategic Assessment adopted by the SCRRA Board on January 26, 2007. 

■ The rail access to Union Station must be studied very carefully. There are already several different projects 
proposing to access this station. The railroad right-of-way into the station is already limited. 

2.0 Alternatives; 3.16 
Cumulative Impacts 

Brad McAllester, 
Executive Officer, 
Long Range 

Planning and 
Coordination, Metro 

■ The use of stations with one or more curves will avoid otherwise unavoidable extreme costs and will allow 
cost-effective long platform stations. 

■ Please discuss appropriate HSR train and platform length based on all modeling scenarios. Please show how 
platform lengths will allow for future capacity and expansion. 

2.0 Alternatives; 4.0 

Project Costs and 
Operations 

Cities 

Heather Allen, 

Acting Senior 

Planner, City of 
Fullerton 

■ Fullerton requests that the Project El R/EIS evaluate (as an alternative) an additional HST station at the 

Fullerton Transportation Center, including "skip-stop" scheduling whereby some trains stop while others 
continue through the station. 

■ There is room available to accommodate the necessary station modifications for the designation as a HST 
station. 

■ Fullerton provides a station location that will support mixed-use, pedestrian-oriented development around the 
station, while providing multi-modal regional connections, consistent with the stated station criteria. 

2.0 Alternatives 
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Table 3 

Topic 2: Alignment and Station Alternatives 


Commenter 

Alignment and Station Alternatives - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Donald J ensen, 
Director of Public 
Works, City of 

Santa Fe Springs 

■ The existing configuration of the Norwalk/Santa Fe Springs Metrolink Station cannot support the parking 
required to serve HST, nor is it feasible for this location to support the straight length of track necessary to 
accommodate the HST. The City of Santa Fe Springs would like more detail on feasibility of this location as a 
hub/station and recommends that alternative sites within the region be studied. The City looks forward to 
selecting other locations within the City of Santa Fe Springs which are more feasible (for HST). 

■ The horizontal alignment selected must be made in consideration of the existing at-grade street crossings. 

■ The City of Santa Fe Springs is concerned that speeds of 125-150 mph may not be attainable, considering the 
existing conditions of the horizontal alignment in the BNSF corridor. Straight tracks will be necessary to 
achieve these high speeds. Since the existing alignment of the track is not straight, but consists of curves 
and bends that do not meet the minimum design standards to achieve those speeds, the City questions the 
actual speeds and travel times desired. 

2.0 Alternatives; 3.1 

Traffic and Circulation 

Scott Reekstin, 

Senior Planner, City 
of Tustin 

■ LOSSAN corridor appears to be the best alignment suited for incremental improvements to existing 
conventional rail service. 

2.0 Alternatives 

Kia Mortazavi, 
Executive Director, 
OCTA 

■ It is important that all of the capital improvements to railroad infrastructure, stations, and parking be included 
in the no action alternative of the EIR/EIS. 

2.0 Alternatives; 4.0 

Project Costs and 
Operations 

1 ndividuals / Private Property Owners 

Richard McCarthy 

■ Disappointed in the Authority's decision to opt for the LOSSAN corridor over the UPRR Santa Ana corridor 
(from Union Station to Norwalk and down to Anaheim). 

■ If tunnels are required, ensure that they are cut wide enough to reduce pressure effects, especially at 
entrances (where they are even wider). Also, ensure that they are wide and high enough to allow double¬ 
decked trains, should they be needed for future use. 

■ Agrees with the need for an alternative mode of transportation; HSR is very attractive. 

■ Major concern is commute time. 

■ Norwalk station is a great idea because it would be within walking distance of the MTA Metro Green Line. 

■ Would like a fast, quiet, safe train. 

■ HSR should purchase the newest, low drag, aerodynamic rolling stock. 

2.0 Alternatives 

J ohn C. Searight 

■ Fullerton station is a major railfan gathering spot. Will this be allowed to continue? 

■ Will there be railfan access at stations? 

2.0 Alternatives 

Ivo Lazzeroni 

■ Buy enough right-of-way for future expansion. 

■ Note the freeway experience/congestion. 

2.0 Alternatives 

Maurice Turner 

■ Providing high-speed wireless internet access on board would be an opportunity to entice business and leisure 
travelers with a product that is currently, and for the near-term, not available on airplanes and extremely 
limited in cars. 
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Table 3 

Topic 2: Alignment and Station Alternatives 


Commenter 

Aiignment and Station Aitematives - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Dennis & Amy 

Davis 

■ A great benefit to the HSR systems in J apan and Europe is that they are located in the central portion of the 
cities, allowing riders to conveniently walk to nearby hotels or to shopping districts. 

2.0 Alternatives 

Luis Tamargo 

■ High-speed trains should include cocktail lounges, live music, and other amenities. 

- 

Table 4 

Topic 3: Connectivity and Coordination with/impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 

Commenter 

Connectivity and Coordination with/1 mpacts to Other Transportation Faciiities - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Federal Agencies 

Wade Smith, Senior 
Environmental 
Coordinator, 
Southwest Division, 
Amtrak 

■ The Authority should consider ongoing growth and expansion plans for passenger rail service into and out of 
the existing Union Station. 

■ Amtrak would be interested in the feasibility of additional use of parallel dedicated or shared, grade-separated 
track in this segment. 

■ Will the potential accommodation of service be considered if existing services are converted to the same 
mode of electric power? 

2.0 Alternatives; 3.5 

Public Utilities and 

Energy 

David H. Sulouff, 
Chief, Bridge 

Section, Eleventh 
Coast Guard 

District, U.S. 
Department of 
Homeland 
Security/United 

States Coast Guard 

■ The General Bridge Act of 1946 requires that the location and plans for bridges over navigable waters of the 
United States be approved by the Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard prior to commencing construction. 


Regional Agencies 

Betty Miller, 

Statewide Local 
Development 

1 ntergovernmental 
Review 

Coordinator, 
Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans District 7) 

■ Recommend connectivity between the Norwalk Transportation Center and the METRO Green Line LRT 

Norwalk Station (terminus) which is located near the 1-605/1-105 Freeways, also in the City of Norwalk. The 
METRO Green Line LRT provides access to LAX. 

■ A Caltrans Cooperative Agreement, Memorandum of Understanding, or Memorandum of Agreement may be 
needed relating to project development and design of the high-speed rail facility and all impacts to State 
rights-of-way. 

2.0 Alternatives 
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Table 4 

Topic 3: Connectivity and Coordination with/impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 


Commenter 

Connectivity and Coordination with/1 mpacts to Other Transportation Faciiities - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Ryan Chamberlain, 
Branch Chief, Local 
Development/I nter- 
governmental 

Review, 

Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans District 

12) 

■ If any project work (e.g., storage of materials, street widening, emergency access improvements, sewer 
connections, sound walls, storm drain construction, street connections, etc.) occurs in the vicinity of the 

Caltrans right-of-way, an encroachment permit will be required, and environmental concerns must be 
addressed. 

■ For projects on Caltrans right-of-way, Caltrans has the authority to maintain or delegate Lead Agency status 
for CEQA. Please coordinate with Caltrans to meet requirements for any work within or near Caltrans right- 
of-way. 

■ Coordinate with those listed in the Program EIR/EIS for the California HST System, the OCTA Long Range 
Transportation Plan (Transit section), and the 1-5 Major Investment Study (MIS) to evaluate the project 
elements. 


Ronnie Guyer, Field 
Representative for 
Assemblyman Van 
Tran (68‘^ District) 

■ Will Disney connect Angel Stadium rail station to Disneyland? 


David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 

■ Separate analyses are required to clearly understand the potential competitive and complementary service 
issues between Metrolink and high-speed train service. To be complementary, the Metrolink service will have 
to be treated as an independent commuter rail operation and as an inter-city feeder service to the new state 
high-speed trunk line. Complementary operating plans and common station access elements must be 
developed. 

■ The impact of the HST system on joint access station access requirements must consider both parking and 
transit feeder needs. 

■ The new demand would exceed current capacity at proposed shared stations and could cause current 

Metrolink riders to divert to non-HST stations in the corridor, thus creating spillover parking issues. 

■ FRA requirements and limitations for shared use of Metrolink-dispatched lines that carry commuter and high¬ 
speed passenger and freight services must be addressed - specifically, the use of compliant or non-compliant 
vehicles in shared corridors must be addressed. 

■ Design coordination is required with the owners of the right-of-way, Amtrak, Caltrans, the commuter and 
freight operators, and the station owners during the scoping of the El R/EIS. 

■ Examples of freight considerations include grade (e.g., at highway separation projects), signal placement, 
freight customer access tracks, and clear length of freight sidings. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation; 3.16 
Cumulative 1 mpacts 

■ The impacts of the HST system on Metrolink's potential to grow consistent with the adopted 2007 SCRRA 
Strategic Assessment must be considered in the El R/EI S, along with the impact of the HST system on the 
growth of Metrolink due to both physical and financial constraints on Metrolink's ability to expand service. 

■ The impact of Metrolink rider diversion to the HST System should be considered. 

■ The impact of the HST system on growth of Goods Movement by rail should be considered. 

■ Additional regional plans call for Metrolink's service to grow from 42,000 daily riders to more than 100,000 
daily riders by 2020, requiring increased Amtrak intercity service, and freight train growth. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 
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Table 4 

Topic 3: Connectivity and Coordination with/impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 


Commenter 


Connectivity and Coordination with/1 mpacts to Other Transportation Faciiities - Comments 


Reievant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 


David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 
(continued) 


■ Station cities that are continuing to invest in what are proposed to be joint Metrolink/HST stations would be 
faced with increased station access issues and operational costs. These jurisdictions are already experiencing 
community/financial impacts as their stations approach design capacity. 

■ The impact of this burden on these cities would have to be considered in order for the HST project to 
accurately reflect the additional capital cost to expand street and highway access, station parking and transit 
facilities and the ongoing subsidy required to operate the expanded stations and/or the greatly increased 
transit access. 

■ SCRRA member agencies need to describe ownership and financial responsibility for construction and 
operation of stations, including platforms, parking, customer information systems, ticket vending systems, 
security, and federal common carrier obligations due to physical and financial constraints on Metrolink. 

■ Metrolink and the HST system would have several common stations on all lines of the Metrolink system. 

SCRRA staff is very concerned with the operational subsidy requirements of these stations, as well as the 
Metrolink system-particularly if the competition results in the HST system attracting riders from Metrolink 
trains, rather than from single occupant vehicles. 

■ Detailed analysis is needed to determine if it is financially feasible for Metrolink to become a cost-effective 
HST feeder rail service. 

■ Subsidy and fare policies need to be evaluated as a coordinated set, rather than in isolation, so that the fare 
subsidy costs could be properly allocated through an equitable interagency agreement. 

■ El R/EIS should address the mitigation of loss of revenue opportunity to the SCRRA and its member agencies 
in the areas of fiber optic, freight dispatch, billboard, and other commercial uses of our property. 

■ EIR/EIS needs to evaluate the maintenance windows required for joint operation and potential adverse 
impacts due to 24-hour maintenance operations or reductions in operating capacity due to speed restrictions. 

■ SCRRA staff is concerned that construction of the HST system will divert already limited State and federal 

funding from Metrolink projects. The HST system should not be funded in lieu of funding for expansion of the 
Metrolink system. The EIR/EIS must address the effect on available public funding for all passenger and 
freight rail systems in the state. _ 

■ The no build alternative must include those funded projects in design or construction along these corridors. 

■ Caltrans, BNSF, Amtrak and Metrolink have developed a concept for building up the BNSF corridor to four 
tracks from Los Angeles to Fullerton, with passenger service generally on the two south tracks, and freight 
service on the two north tracks. This four-track configuration should be the starting point for any discussion 
on adding HST service to this line. 

■ The California DOT has adopted and has environmentally cleared plans for "run thru" tracks south of Union 
Station. The HST project should either avoid impacting the as-designed project, or should include an 
alternate project of similar utility. 


4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 


2.0 Alternatives 
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Table 4 

Topic 3: Connectivity and Coordination with/impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 


Commenter 

Connectivity and Coordination with/1 mpacts to Other Transportation Faciiities - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 
(continued) 

■ The impact on Metrolink services during construction of the HST stations and coordination of construction 
without significantly disrupting the existing service at Metrolink stations needs to be carefully addressed in the 
EIR/EIS. 

■ Construction staging plans should ensure that project construction does not materially interfere with the 
operating speeds and number of available tracks of the corridors during all stages of construction and does 
not place undue burden on Metrolink's ability to provide resources to support the project. 

■ 1 n order to avoid impacts to ongoing Metrolink operations, most of the construction work within the rail 
corridor will occur at night and on weekends, when rail traffic levels are lessened. 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 

Arthur T. Leahy, 

Chief Executive 
Officer, OCTA 

■ OCTA has recently completed a detailed analysis of the rail capacity for passenger and freight needs from 
Fullerton, north into Union Station along the LOSSAN corridor. The needs of Metrolink, Amtrak and freight 
movements for the next 20 years (approximately) have been accounted for in this analysis. It appears that 
much of this corridor will require triple tracking. 

2.0 Alternatives 

Kia Mortazavi, 
Executive Director, 
OCTA 

■ 1 urge the CHSRA to identify the ARTIC site as the new southern terminus of the San Francisco to Los Angeles 
alignment of California HST system instead of Los Angeles, and to designate Anaheim as the southern 
destination point for the initial operation segment as well. 

■ Close coordination between OCTA and the CHSRA should occur as the EIR/EIS is being prepared to ensure 
that synergies and opportunities in the areas of highway-rail grade separations, track and signal 
improvements, passenger facilities, and operations are identified for the planned HST system and the future 
planned Metrolink Expansion as part of the renewed Measure M. The renewed Measure M plan dedicates $1 
billion for transit extensions to the existing Metrolink system in Orange County. 


Brad McAllester, 
Executive Officer, 
Long Range 

Planning and 
Coordination, Metro 

■ The Metro Rail facilities must not be compromised in any way by the construction or operation of the HST 
project. 

■ The Metro Red Line right-of-way, including structures and wayside systems, from Union Station to, and over 
the Los Angeles River, must not be compromised in any way by the construction/operation of HST. 

■ The Metro Gold Line Eastside Extension currently under construction must not be compromised in any way by 
the construction or operation of the HST project. 

■ The project's potential impact on bus terminals, such as those at Norwalk Transportation Center Metrolink 
station and the nearby Norwalk Metro Green Line Station, will need to be thoroughly addressed to ensure 
service continuity and access. 

Construction methods 
and cumulative impacts 
in all technical chapters 
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Table 4 

Topic 3: Connectivity and Coordination with/impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 


Commenter 

Connectivity and Coordination with/1 mpacts to Other Transportation Faciiities - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Brad McAllester, 
Executive Officer, 
Long Range 

Planning and 
Coordination, Metro 
(continued) 

■ Address the project's potential impact on undeveloped Metro railroad right-of-way including the Harbor 
Subdivision. This corridor has been identified as potential strategic project corridor in the emerging update to 
Metro's Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and its study area includes the west bank of the L.A. River 
between Union Station and the Alameda freight rail corridor. 

■ Metro long-range planning is currently actively pursuing AA/DEI S/DEI R phases of several new transportation 
corridors. Some of these corridor studies will include alternative rail and other transportation uses in similar 
corridors to the HST. Metro and the CHSRA should coordinate closely to avoid impacts on these corridors. 

■ Other transit planning efforts not conducted by Metro, but involving Metro infrastructure, may have elements 
impacted by HST alignments and programs. These elements include yard storage and maintenance needs. 

The planning efforts include: (1) western extension of the Exposition light rail line to Santa Monica; and (2) 
the Gold Line Foothill extension. 

3.12 Local Growth, 

Station Planning and 

Land Use; 3.16 

Cumulative 1 mpacts 


■ HST scheduling is critical to avoid conflicts with Metrolink, Amtrak, freight rail, and Metro Rail. 

■ Any consideration of potential HST impacts to freight rail service in Los Angeles County should be in 
compliance with Metro Goods Movement policies. Metro requests a thorough evaluation of impacts and 
benefits to Goods Movement. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation; 3.16 
Cumulative Impacts 


■ Metro requests an evaluation of a HST program that allows existing infrastructure to support incremental 
improvements that may ultimately be part of the HST. There are many incremental improvement steps 
between existing passenger rail service and 225 mph rail. 

■ Metro requests an evaluation of various forms of standard passenger service with more frequent stops within 
HST right-of-way. 

■ For segments along the Los Angeles River in downtown Los Angeles, Metro requests that the Authority 
consider placing these track segments within at-grade reinforced concrete box structures suitable for 
enclosure within soil. Such an approach would allow surface level landscaping, bike and pedestrian paths, 
mixed-use TOD, and passive recreation along the river. 

■ The EIR/EIS should fully identify HSR rail facility needs. It is likely that any successful HSR design will need 
to utilize Los Angeles area rail yards. The effort to find a suitable HST yard should be part of an interagency 
effort to provide an adequate rail yard. 

■ Metro has provided funding for many transit, bikeway, pedestrian, street widening, freeway, signal 
technology, transportation enhancements and other improvement projects throughout the past several years. 
Metro encourages all possible preservation of these recent civic improvements in the consideration of 
alignment and station designs as HSR progresses into more detailed design. 

2.0 Alternatives 
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Table 4 

Topic 3: Connectivity and Coordination with/impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 


Commenter 

Connectivity and Coordination with/1 mpacts to Other Transportation Faciiities - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Richard Marcus, 
Manager, 

Maglev/High-Speed 
Rail Program, 
Southern California 
Association of 
Governments 

■ Planning for a statewide high-speed train system should include linkages between the HST system and other 
systems, including a SCAG Maglev/high-speed rail system. This interconnectivity between systems will be 
stressed in the 2007 RTP due out in December of this year. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 

Cities 

Jason Chan, City of 
Los Angeles 

■ TOD near Union Station would make it a great hub. 

3.12 Local Growth, 

Station Planning and 

Land Use 

Nick Maricich, 
Planning Assistant, 
City of Los Angeles 

■ 1 would like to see local transit connectivity along the LOSSAN corridor. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 

Victor Dominguez, 
Council Assistant, 

City of Anaheim 

■ Address compatibility with existing Amtrak and Metro Rail train schedules. 

■ Will the addition of a high-speed system cut down the existing availability of those services? 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 

Gary Milliman, City 
Manager, City of 
South Gate 

■ The Authority should review and consider the Orangeline Development Authority (OLDA) study product as a 
part of its planning and environmental review process. 

■ It is important for the Authority to coordinate its planning efforts with OLDA to ensure system compatibility 
and to reduce the overall public cost of the planning, engineering and environmental review. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 

Donald J ensen. 
Director of Public 
Works, City of 

Santa Fe Springs 

■ The City will begin construction of the Valley View Grade Separation in 2008. City officials believe this grade 
separation project will be greatly impacted by HST, thereby undermining not only the expenditure of tax¬ 
payer funds, but also the functionality and appearance of the improvements to be constructed. If changes 
will be needed to the City's grade separation project(s), the City would like these changes to be approved (by 
City staff) in advance and fully covered by the funding plan for HST. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

■ The 1 -5/Carmenita 1 nterchange will begin construction in 2009. 11 represents the first stage of freeway 
improvements to be completed along the 1-5 between the Orange/Los Angeles County boundary and Route 

605 during the next ten years. The City has been actively involved with the planning of this and opposes any 
alignment of the HST that would adversely impact the schedule or configuration of this project. 

■ One alternative is to have HST run parallel to the 1-5 Freeway. 1 n order for this alternative to be feasible, the 
horizontal alignment must consider the ultimate width of the 1-5 after the widening, as well as future 
widening. 

■ Over the past six years, the City has been coordinating and working with Caltrans Division of Rail and the 

BNSF Railroad on plans to construct a third main track within this corridor. 

2.0 Alternatives; 3.1 

Traffic and Circulation 
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Table 4 

Topic 3: Connectivity and Coordination with/impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 


Commenter 

Connectivity and Coordination with/1 mpacts to Other Transportation Faciiities - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Alice Angus, 
Community 
Development 
Director, City of 
Orange 

■ The City requests that impacts to existing rail operations within the city be studied and disclosed in the Draft 
EIR/EIS. This should include a discussion of impacts to existing Amtrak and Metrolink services in the city with 
respect to station spacing (i.e., changes in service due to moving the Anaheim station closer to Orange 
station). 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation; 3.16 
Cumulative 1 mpacts 

1 ndividuals / Private Property Owners 

Richard McCarthy 

■ Need to resolve how the HST, Metrolink, and Amtrak plan to operate on same set of rails. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 

J ohn Andrews 

■ Will the project disrupt the BNSF freight schedule? 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 

Dennis & Amy 

Davis 

■ The time that it takes to complete a grade separation project is critical to local highway circulation; we do not 
want major local circulation issues resulting from grade separations. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation Construction 
methods and cumulative 
impacts in all technical 
chapters 

Achilles Young 

■ Support transportation network (e.g., taxis, buses, etc.). 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 

Melinda Seely, 

Airfair 

■ Our group was created to keep the "caps" on j ohn Wayne Airport permanent. 

■ We see rail as an opportunity to use the airport in a more intelligent manner. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 




U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


Page 32 



















CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT EIR/EIS 
ANAHEIM TO LOS ANGELES SECTION 


DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 


Table 5 

Topic 4: Alternative Technologies 


Commenter 

Alternative Technologies - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Federal Agencies 

Nova Blaze], 

Manager, 

Environmental 

Review Office, EPA 

■ Draft EIS should specifically identify how a proposed magnetic levitation powered high-speed train service in 
southern California relates to this project. 

■ J ustify the need for both steel-wheel on steel-rail technology proposed for this project and the magnetic 
levitation technology proposed for a separate high-speed train project in southern California. 

■ Address how the proposed project will ensure that potential duplication of efforts and incompatibilities will not 
occur. 

■ Identify integration and/or incompatibility of both projects. 

■ Identify the specific design features of this proposal to "link up" with the other high-speed train proposals in 
the region. 

Program EIR/EIS, 
Alternatives, Section 

2.6.6 has eliminated the 
Maglev option. 

Regional Agencies 

Richard Marcus, 
Manager, 

Maglev/High-Speed 
Rail Program, 
Southern California 
Association of 
Governments 

■ Planning for a statewide high-speed train system should include linkages between the CHSRA system and 
other systems, including a SCAG Maglev/high-speed rail system. This interconnectivity between systems will 
be stressed in the 2007 RTP due out in December of this year. 

3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 

Tony J usay. 
Transportation 
Planner, Metro 

■ Areas that will undergo electrification should be tied in with solar energy stations. 

■ Incorporate renewable energy solutions for the project. 

■ Incorporate sustainable practices for design, construction, and operation. 

3.5 Public Utilities and 
Energy; Construction 
methods and cumulative 
impacts in all technical 
chapters 

Private Organizations & Associations 

Aaron, Franklin 
Roosevelt 
Development Club 

■ Would like to see the project EIR/EIS address Maglev technology and believe it to be more efficient and 
future-oriented. 

Program EIR/EIS, 
Alternatives, Section 

2.6.6 has eliminated the 
Maglev option. 

■ Would like to see nuclear power used. 

2.0 Alternatives: 3.5 

Public Utilities and 

Energy 
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Table 5 

Topic 4: Alternative Technologies 


Commenter 

Alternative Technologies - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

1 ndividuals / Private Property Owners 

Karen Malley 

■ It is critical for the project to use sustainable resources, even if it is at a higher cost. Any increase in 
electrical power generation must come from fuels other than oil or gas. 

■ Materials used in construction should mark the coming of a new era in public building (an era with the priority 
being sustainability). 

■ People will be asked to forego their automobiles to use the rail; the rail must present a huge improvement 
environmentally so that people will feel justified in their "sacrifice." 

3.5 Public Utilities and 
Energy; 5.0 Unavoidable 
Adverse Environmental 

1 mpacts and 

Environmentally Superior 
Alternative 

Dennis & Amy 

Davis 

■ Consideration should be given to alternative energy sources for the supply of the electrical power (e.g., solar 
or wind) to reduce additional greenhouse gas emissions relating to HST system. 

■ The inclusion of alternative sources of energy in the supply system would show a commitment to the clean 
energy benefits. 

3.2 Air Quality; 3.5 Public 
Utilities and Energy 


Table 6 

Topics: Project Funding/Cost 


Commenter 

Project Funding/ Cost - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Federal Agencies 

Nova Blazej, 

Manager, 

Environmental 

Review Office, EPA 

■ The Draft EIS should identify what elements of this project will require funding or approval by the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) or Federal Transit Administration (FTA). Also, the Draft EIS should 
demonstrate that FHWA or FTA-funded or approved project elements are included in a conforming 
transportation plan and in a transportation improvement program. FRA and CHSRA should work with 

SCAQMD and Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) to ensure that applicable elements of 
the proposed project are consistent with future revisions of the RTP. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Wade Smith, Senior 
Environmental 
Coordinator, 
Southwest Division, 
Amtrak 

■ Given the significant positive environmental impact of the HST to the improvement of Air Quality within the 
State of California with a proposed reduction of 12.4 billion pounds of carbon dioxide per year compared to 
highway and air travel, have alternative methods of financing been considered for partial funding of future 
design and/or construction efforts? 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Regional Agencies 

Arthur T. Leahy, 

Chief Executive 
Officer, OCTA 

■ 1 nterested in a segment that would connect Union Station to Anaheim on the 1 nitlal Operating Segment. 

■ Supports LOSSAN segment and will undertake discussions with key legislators, if necessary. 

■ Service from Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC) north to Union Station (Los 

Angeles), and beyond, should be one of the first segments of the system to be built. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 
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Table 6 

Topics: Project Funding/Cost 


Commenter 

Project Funding/ Cost - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 

■ Would like the Project EIR/EIS to address additional costs and impacts in the vicinity of station locations 
related to street and highway congestion. 

■ Would like the Project EIR/EIS to address identification of construction requirements and costs and increased 
operating costs. 

Construction methods 
and cumulative impacts 
in all technical chapters: 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Brad McAllester, 
Executive Officer, 
Long Range 

Planning and 
Coordination, Metro 

■ The HSR appears to be designed to compete with airlines, which presents the expectation of airline-similar 
fares. A focus on pricing commensurate with auto driver diversion may suggest moderate initial speeds 
and/or travel discounts. 

■ Please evaluate how joint development above tracks within box structures can help the HSR Authority to 
recover construction costs. 

■ Revenue estimates should be compared to Acela Northeast Corridor, the Shinkansen, the TGV, the ICE, 

EuroStar and other high-speed trains. Based upon prior history, demonstrate why failed bond issues would 
not be the California experience. Revenues from HSR between London and Paris were insufficient to pay the 
capital cost bonds and refinancing has proven necessary. The proposed routes within California are longer 
than those between London and Paris and the size of the destination city at one end is substantially smaller 
than the European examples. 

■ Sensitivity analysis should be conducted showing the cost impacts of less-than-expected revenue. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Cities 

Donald J ensen. 
Director of Public 
Works, City of 

Santa Fe Springs 

■ The funding required to construct grade separations along the HST route will not be secured by the CHSRA. 1 
am concerned with this approach and believe that the funding for grade separations needs to be incorporated 
into the funding plan for HST. 

■ 1 assume that separate power substations will be constructed to serve HST. Therefore, HST will not cause 
existing power substations to be upgraded and costs for these substations will be included in the HST budget. 

■ Of major concern is the overall funding and cost of HST. 1 am concerned that lack of funding sources may 
potentially affect local funding. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Private Organizations & Associations 

Al Bahm, Sierra 

Club 

■ 1 am concerned about financing of the project. 

■ 1 do not want this project to turn out like the toll roads in South Orange County, where a different 
governmental agency would have to come rescue it. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Dave Mootchnik, 
Southern California 
Commuters Forum 

■ 1 find the HSR to be constructed and operated at the expense of public funding absurd; would like to see the 
project rejected. 

■ The HST line should be developed and operated by a for-profit company or by a consortium, rather than at 
the taxpayer's expense. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Roxanna 

Menchaca, 

Anahuak 

■ 1 am concerned with the affordability of HST trains to the community. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 
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Table 6 

Topics: Project Funding/Cost 


Commenter 

Project Funding/ Cost - Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

1 ndividuals / Private Property Owners 

Susan J udd 

■ 1 would also like to publicize the costs of the no action alternative/moving freeways evaluated in the 

environmental documentation. 

2.0 Alternatives; 4.0 

Project Costs and 
Operations 

Karen Malley 

■ 1 am concerned that the community will be afraid of the financial burden and will not support the project. 

■ An "inconvenient truth" style publicity campaign may be necessary for the understanding of the increasing 
number of cars/gridlock, and frustration and degradation of the environment that will undoubtedly become 
our reality without a rail system of such a caliber. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

J onathan Yee 

■ 1 believe that the HST will improve capital improvement spending. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 


Table 7 

Topic 6: Issues Outside Scope of Anaheim to Los Angeles Study Area 


Commenter 

Project Funding/ Cost - Comments 

Notes 

Regional Agencies 

Arthur T. Leahy, 

Chief Executive 
Officer, OCTA 

■ Building a trench through parts of Orange and Santa Ana will be challenging and costly. 

■ Supports the connection to the Irvine Transportation Center. 

■ Extending high-speed rail service south of Anaheim will likely present significant difficulties due to the 
horizontal curvature of the track and vertical clearance challenges. 

Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 

Ronnie Guyer, Field 
Representative for 
Assemblyman Van 
Tran (68‘^ District) 

■ Will the HST connect to Ontario Airport? 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Inland 
Empire/San Diego 
section. 

Cities 

Jason Chan, City of 
LA. 

■ The City of Los Angeles would like the Project EIR/EIS to address the high-speed rail's effects on 
harming/preserving farmland in the Central Valley. 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Central 

Valley section. 
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Table 7 

Topic 6: Issues Outside Scope of Anaheim to Los Angeles Study Area 


Commenter 

Project Funding/ Cost - Comments 

Notes 

Alice Angus, 
Community 
Development 
Director, City of 
Orange 

■ The City of Orange supports the concept of a high-speed train system operating in the State of California; 
support includes an 1 nitial Operating Segment that would extend from Los Angeles' Union Station to 

Anaheim's ARTIC station. 

■ The City of Orange opposes the segment that would travel from Anaheim down to 1 rvine because this 
segment traverses the City of Orange and would result in significant, unacceptable adverse environmental 
impacts to the community, including disruption of their National Register-listed historic district, noise and 
vibration impacts, and land use, housing and community impacts affecting both residential and 
commercial/industrial communities. 

■ The City of Orange requests that the El R/EIS eliminate references to the "Anaheim to 1 rvine" segment 
altogether, particularly where it is referenced as "Phase 2." Would like to incorporate text that clearly states 
that the current proposal from "Los Angeles to Anaheim" is one segment of the larger statewide system 
(which was evaluated in the Program EIR), and clarify that any and all approvals related to the forthcoming 

El R/EI S are for the "Los Angeles to Anaheim" segment only. 

Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 

Carolyn V. 

Cavecche, Mayor, 

City of Orange 

■ The Anaheim to Irvine segment is neither cost-effective nor crucial. This connection is currently in place with 
the use of the current Orange County Metrolink Rail System. 

■ Orange strongly opposes any potential southbound rail transportation system that would pass through the 
Historic Old Towne area, disrupting the community (especially when an existing southbound rail system is 
currently in operation). 

■ Anaheim would be the logical Orange County hub for the HST, and the current Orange County Metrolink 
system is the ideal transportation tool to make the connection. 

Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 

Scott Reekstin, 

Senior Planner, City 
of Tustin 

■ The City has expressed its opposition to HSR through Tustin in previous comment letters. 

■ The City continues to support the inland Interstate 15 corridor in lieu of the Orange County route to Irvine. 

■ The City of Tustin remains concerned that the proposed HST system will have significant and unavoidable 
adverse noise, vibration, safety, aesthetic and traffic impacts on adjacent properties within the city. 

■ The burden of these impacts on existing residential areas outweighs any potential benefits to their 
communities. 

Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 

Elizabeth Binsack, 
Community 
Development 
Director, City of 
Tustin 

■ Address impacts to City of Tustin. 

■ Address impacts on established neighborhoods (e.g., adverse construction, noise, vibration, safety, 
neighborhood disruption, traffic impacts, etc.). 

■ Address street impacts (high-build versus low-build scenarios). 

■ Address phasing of proposed improvements: methodology for selection of study area. 

Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 
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Table 7 

Topic 6: Issues Outside Scope of Anaheim to Los Angeles Study Area 


Commenter 

Project Funding/ Cost - Comments 

Notes 

Private Organizations & Associations 

J oanne Rasmussen, 
Monorail Society 

■ The existing map does not show the alignment extending to our city (Huntington Beach). It also does not 
extend to Costa Mesa or Fountain Valley. 

This proposed HST 
system is limited to the 
geographic area 
discussed in the Program 
EIR/EIS. 

Melinda Seely, 

Airfair 

■ 1 would specifically like to see rapid transit to Palmdale 1 nternational Airport (which would relieve the pressure 

to expand regional airports) from Orange County. 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los 
Angeles-Palmdale 
section. 

Aaron, Franklin 
Roosevelt 
Development Club 

■ 1 would like to see high-speed rail travel up to Seattle. 

This proposed HST 
system is limited to the 
geographic area 
discussed in the Program 
EIR/EIS. 

Giovanny Campos, 
Anahuak 

■ 1 am primarily concerned with the proposed route traveling through soccer fields at Taylor Yard. 1 would like 

to see alternative routes. 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los Angeles 
-Palmdale section. 

Ivania Campos, 
Anahuak 

■ 1 would like to see an alternative route for Taylor Yard. 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los Angeles 
-Palmdale section. 

Ricardo Menchaca, 
Anahuak 

■ Will this project affect projects like Taylor Yard? 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los Angeles 
-Palmdale section. 

Ricardo Menchaca, 
Anahuak 

■ Will this project affect construction sites from Los Angeles to Palmdale? 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los Angeles 
-Palmdale section. 
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Table 7 

Topic 6: Issues Outside Scope of Anaheim to Los Angeles Study Area 


Commenter 

Project Funding/ Cost - Comments 

Notes 

Orlando Benitez, 
Anahuak 

■ 1 do not want the project to interfere with soccer fields at Taylor yard. 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los Angeles 
-Palmdale section. 


■ How much energy will it take to travel from Los Angeles to San Francisco? 

Statewide project energy 
needs were addressed in 
the Program El R. 

Al Bahm, Sierra 

Club 

■ Address possible plant/species preservation and conservation along the desert portion of the corridor. 

This EIR/EIS addresses 
the Anaheim to Los 

Angeles section, which 
does not include any 
desert areas. Comment 
will be forwarded to the 
management team for 
the statewide project. 

1 ndividuals / Private Property Owners 


Victor Menchaca 

■ This project will affect our soccer field at Taylor Yard; Taylor Yard is where my soccer team practices/plays. 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los Angeles 
-Palmdale section. 

Achilles Young 

■ What is needed to discuss extending this phase to Irvine and to San Diego? 

Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 


■ A high-speed rail to Las Vegas option would ease congestion on 1-15. 

This proposed HST 
system is limited to the 
geographic area 
discussed in the Program 
EIR/EIS. 

Richard McCarthy 

■ 1 am in support of a phase connecting to Irvine. 

Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 


■ 1 would like to see a route connecting Ontario Airport to Las Vegas, Nevada. 

This proposed HST 
system is limited to the 
geographic area 
discussed in the Program 
EIR/EIS. 
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Table 7 

Topic 6: Issues Outside Scope of Anaheim to Los Angeles Study Area 


Commenter 

Project Funding/ Cost - Comments 

Notes 

Victor Menchaca 

■ This project is going to affect the environment in the LA to Palmdale section. 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the LA-Palmdale 
section. 

Susan J udd 

■ Include a Las Vegas rail connection. 

This proposed HST 
system is limited to the 
geographic area 
discussed in the Program 
EIR/EIS. 
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3.2 Summary of Verbal Public Scoping Comments 


Table 8 

Summary of Verbal Public Scoping Comments 


Commenter 

Verbal Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 



dsccioriisj 

Norwalk Public Meeting 

Ivo Lazzeronl 

■ 1 hope that HSR will think bigger towards future improvement in technology. 

■ When railroads were first built and developed, no thought was given to what future improvements might be. 

■ Recommends that the 4-foot-8 1/2-foot cage not be considered. 1 nstead, consider a 5-foot-6 or 6-foot cage. 

■ Develop a railroad with new standards, rather than adopting current standards. 

■ Recommends avoiding magnetic levitation because it is very expensive; doubts that it will be successful. 

2.0 Alternatives: 4.0 

Project Costs and 
Operations; Program 
EIR/EIS, Alternatives, 
Section 2.6.6 has 
eliminated the Maglev 
option. 

Anaheim Public Meeting 

Gail Eastman 

■ 1 am concerned about the older part of Anaheim. Where we are now is a historic district and the rail line is 
tight (it travels between a lot of residential land uses). 

■ There are about four or five streets within the old historic district, which all cross the railroad line. 1 am 
concerned about whether these streets would be underground - grade separating is a great idea. 1 don't 
know if there is room available to put these below grade. 

3.12 Local Growth, 

Station Planning and 

Land Use and Planning; 
3.15 Cultural Resources: 

6.0 Section 4(f) 

■ Anaheim has recently improved a lot of housing near the tracks. The City has a low-income project that is 
near completion and is currently built up. It is adjacent to the tracks and separated by a high wall. 

■ There is also a large, 40-acre development parcel bounded on one side by the railroad tracks on the east, 
which has been approved. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental j ustice 

■ 1 am concerned about noise and vibration. 

■ It would be good to have high-speed trains if they are quieter and have less of a vibration. 

3.3 Noise and Vibration 

■ 1 believe that a below grade alignment is a great solution, but 1 do not know if it's feasible with the amount of 
existing right-of-way. 1 would like this to be addressed in a Project EIR/EIS. 

■ An increase in train activity affects the projects that are already in the pipeline. 

2.0 Alternatives; 4.0 

Project Costs and 
Operations 

Marcia Garten 

■ There are no environmental issues because it is a preexisting track. 

■ 1 was encouraged by the proposed idea of expanding the rail width and dedicating separate lines for 
passengers and freight. That would be an excellent utilization of the preexisting rail tracks. 

■ It is important to move forward for the long-term benefits of Anaheim/neiqhborinq communities. 

2.0 Alternatives 

■ Safety is a huge concern for City of Anaheim since there was a passenger accident two years ago in East 
Anaheim. 

■ 1 am pleased to see the separate rail lines (for safety concerns). 

■ 1 encourage HSR to foster a sense of passenger safety. 

3.10 Safety and Security 
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Table 8 

Summary of Verbal Public Scoping Comments 


Commenter 

Verbal Comments 

Relevant El R/ El S 
Section(s) 

Marcia Garten 
(continued) 

■ Although there is a significant cost, the long-term benefit outweighs the short-term cost. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

■ 1 am pleased to see the dedication and high level of visual elements presented. 

■ 1 am impressed with staff's eloquence and ability to present information in an understandable format. 

■ Keeping the community informed is a critical component in project success. 

7.0 Public and Agency 

1 nvolvement 
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4.0 Next Steps in the El R/ El S Process 

Following the scoping process, the project team will conduct an Alternatives Analysis (AA) to evaluate 
proposed alternatives at a more general level than would be conducted in a Draft EIR/EIS in order to 
provide the California High-Speed Rail Authority Board of Directors with information necessary to 
determine which alternatives should be fully evaluated through the EIR/EIS process. This analysis will be 
partially based on the comments received during scoping, including alternatives proposed in scoping 
comments. Throughout the AA process, the project team will coordinate with federal, state, and local 
agencies. 

Once the Authority has determined which alternatives will be evaluated in the Draft EIR/EIS, the project 
team will begin an in-depth analysis of existing conditions in the project area and potential impacts of the 
project alternatives. The Authority will also continue to conduct public outreach to ensure that the public 
is apprised of the project's progress and has the opportunity to provide input. 

The analysis of existing conditions and potential impacts of project alternatives will then be synthesized 
into the Draft EIR/EIS, and the FRA and the Authority will publish the Draft EIR/EIS. Publication is 
anticipated in spring 2010. A 60-day comment period will begin following publication of the Notice of 
Availability in the Federal Register and after filing a Notice of Completion with the California State 
Clearinghouse. The Authority will distribute notices of availability to those on the project mailing list and 
to potentially affected property owners. In addition, the EIR/EIS will be posted on the Authority’s web 
site. Public hearings will be provided in the project area to provide the public the opportunity to discuss 
the project based on information in the EIR/EIS with the project team and provide comments. These 
public hearings will be advertised in local newspapers, included in the Notice of Availability and Notice of 
Completion, and posted on the Authority's web site. 

After the close of the public comment period and review of agency and public comments on the EIR/EIS, 
the Authority's Board of Directors, in conjunction with the FRA, will select a preferred alternative based 
on the analysis in the EIR/EIS and comments received. Identification of the preferred alternative is 
anticipated at the end of 2010. Additional analysis of the preferred alternative will be conducted and a 
Final EIR/EIS published. The Final EIR/EIS will respond to comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS and 
specify mitigation measures for project impacts. As with the Draft EIR/EIS, a Notice of Availability will be 
published in the Federal Register. The Authority will select the project to be built and prepare a Notice of 
Determination for the California State Clearinghouse pursuant to CEQA. With appropriate completion of 
the Final El R/EIS, the FRA will issue a Record of Decision for the project, which will present the basis for 
the decision and summarize the mitigation measures that will be incorporated into the project. After the 
Record of Decision, project final design and construction can commence contingent on funding 
availability. 
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Appendix - A 

Notice of Preparation and Notice of I ntent 




Notice of Preparation 

(Received at the State Clearinghouse on March 12, 2007) 




RECEIVED 

MAH 1 2 2007 
Hi 

STATE CLEAniNG I lOUSE 


2007031067 

SCH_ 


NOTICE OF PREPARATI ON 

FROM: Mehdi Morshed 

Executive Director 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, California 95814 

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Project Level Environmental Impact Report / Environmental 

Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the Los Angeles (Union Station) to Orange County 
(Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) section of the California 
High-Speed Train system, primarily along the LOSSAN Rail Corridor 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority), as the Lead Agency for the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) process for a proposed California High-Speed Train (HST) system, is issuing this 
Notice of Preparation of a Project Level EIR/EIS for the section of the HST system from the City of Los 
Angeles (Union Station) to Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center 
[ARTIC]). 

The Authority is issuing this notice to solicit public and agency input into the development of the scope of 
the EIR and to advise the public that outreach activities will be conducted by the Authority and its 
representatives in the preparation of the combined EIR/EIS. The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), 
an operating administration within the United States Department of Transportation, will serve as federal 
lead agency for the federal environmental review process complying with the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA). The FRA has responsibility for oversight of the safety of railroad operations, including 
the safety of any proposed high-speed train system. The FRA will publish a Notice of Intent (NOI) in the 
Federal Register announcing the agency's intention to initiate the federal environmental review process 
for this section of the HST project. 

The Authority and FRA completed a Program EIR/EIS for the California HST System in 2005 as the first- 
phase of a tiered environmental review process for the proposed California HST System. The Authority 
certified the Final Program EIR and issued a decision, and FRA issued a Record of Decision in November 
2005 on the Final Program EIS, selecting the HST Alternative for further project level environmental 
review and selecting corridor alignments and potential station locations, including a corridor between 
Palmdale and Los Angeles. This project level Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS will be developed 
as a second-tier environmental document. Studies will include preliminary engineering designs and 
assessment of environmental effects associated with the construction, operation and maintenance of the 
HST system, including track, ancillary facilities and stations, along the previously selected Los Angeles- 
Orange County (LOSSAN) corridor. 

DATES: Written comments on the scope of the Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS should be 
provided to the Authority at the earliest possible date but not later than 30 days after receipt of this 
notice. Public scoping meetings are scheduled from April 5-12, 2007 as noted below. 

ADDRESSES: Written comments on the scope should be sent to Ms. Carrie Pourvahidi, Deputy Director, 
ATTN. Los Angeles-Orange County, California High-Speed Rail Authority, 925 L Street, Suite 1425, 
Sacramento CA 95814, or via email with subject line "Los Angeles-Orange County" to: 
commentsOhsr.ca.qov. Comments may also be provided orally or in writing at the scoping meetings. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms. Carrie Pourvahidi at the above noted address. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) was 
established in 1996 and is authorized and directed by statute to undertake the planning for the 
development of a proposed statewide HST network that is fully coordinated with other public 
transportation services. The Legislature has granted the Authority the powers necessary to oversee the 
construction and operation of a statewide HST network once financing is secured. As part of the 
Authority's efforts to implement a high-speed train system, the Authority adopted a Final Business Plan in 
J une 2000, which reviewed the economic feasibility of a 700-mile-long HST system capable of speeds in 
excess of 200 miles per hour on a dedicated, fully grade-separated state-of-the-art track. 

In 2005, the Authority and FRA completed a Final Program EIR/EIS for the Proposed California High- 
Speed Train System (statewide program EIR/EIS), as the first-phase of a tiered environmental review 
process. The Authority certified the Final Program EIR under CEQA and approved the proposed HST 
System, and FRA issued a Record of Decision under NEPA on the Final Program EIS. This statewide 
program EIR/EIS established the purpose and need for the HST system, analyzed a HST alternative, and 
compared it with a No Project/No Action Alternative and a Modal Alternative. In approving the statewide 
program EIR/EIS, the Authority and the FRA selected the HST Alternative and selected certain 
corridors/general alignments and general station locations, incorporated mitigation strategies and design 
practices, and specified further measures to guide the development of the HST system at the site-specific 
project level of environmental review to avoid and minimize potential adverse environmental impacts. 

The Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS will be one of a number of second-tier environmental 
reviews for sections of the HST system that FRA and the Authority intend to undertake. It will be tiered 
from and incorporate by reference the certified statewide program EIR/EIS in accordance with Council on 
Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR § 1508.28) and State CEQA Guidelines (14 C.C.R. § 
15168[b]). Tiering will ensure that the Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS builds upon all previous 
work prepared for and incorporated in the statewide program EIR/EIS. The EIR/EIS will be carried out in 
accordance with FRA's Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts (64 Fed. Reg. 28545 [May 26, 
1999]) and will address NEPA and CEQA, and will also continue the NEPA/Clean Water Act Section 404 
merger process established through the statewide program EIR/EIS process. 

This Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS and other project level EIR/EISs will examine a range of 
project alternatives for portions of the proposed HST system within corridors selected in the statewide 
program EIR/EIS, as well as a no action alternative. This and other project level EIR/EISs will describe 
site-specific environmental impacts, will identify specific mitigation measures to address those impacts 
and will incorporate design practices to avoid and minimize potential adverse environmental impacts. 
The FRA and the Authority will assess the site characteristics, size, nature, and timing of proposed site- 
specific projects to determine whether the impacts are potentially significant and whether impacts can be 
avoided or mitigated. This and other project EIR/EISs will identify and evaluate reasonable and feasible 
site-specific alignment alternatives, and evaluate the impacts from construction, operation, and 
maintenance of the HST system. Information and documents regarding this HST environmental review 
process will be made available through the Authority's Internet site: http://www.cahiqhspeedrail.gov/ . 

Project Objectives/Purpose and Need: The need for a high-speed train (HST) system is directly 
related to the expected growth in population and increase in intercity travel demand in California over the 
next twenty years and beyond. With growth in travel demand, there will be an increase in travel delays 
arising from the growing congestion on California's highways and at airports. In addition, there will be 
negative effects on the economy, quality of life, and air quality in and around California's metropolitan 
areas from a transportation system that will become less reliable as travel demand increases. The 
intercity highway system, commercial airports, and conventional passenger rail serving the intercity travel 
market are currently operating at or near capacity, and will require large public investments for 
maintenance and expansion to meet existing demand and future growth. The purpose of the proposed 
HST system is to provide a new mode of high-speed intercity travel that would link the major 
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metropolitan areas of the state; interface with international airports, mass transit, and highways; and 
provide added capacity to meet increases in intercity travel demand in California in a manner sensitive to 
and protective of California's unique natural resources. 

Alternatives: Los Angeles to Orange HST EIR/EIS will consider a No Action or No Project Alternative 
and HST Alternatives for the Los Angeles to Orange County corridor. 

No Action Alternative: The take no action (No Project or No Build) alternative is defined to 
serve as the baseline for assessment of the HST Alternative. The No Build Alternative represents the 
region's transportation system (highway, air, and conventional rail) as it existed in 2006, and as it would 
exist after completion of programs or projects currently planned for funding and implementation by 2030. 
The No Build Alternative defines the existing and future intercity transportation system for the Los 
Angeles to Orange County corridor based on programmed and funded improvements to the intercity 
transportation system through 2030, according to the following sources of information: State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) for all modes of 
travel, airport plans, and intercity passenger rail plans. 

HST Alternative: The Authority proposes to construct, operate and maintain an electric- 
powered steel-wheel-on-steel-rail HST system, over 700-mile long (1,126-kilometer long), capable of 
speeds in excess of 200 miles per hour (mph) (320 kilometers per hour [km/h]) on dedicated, fully 
grade-separated tracks, with state-of-the-art safety, signaling, and automated train control systems. The 
Los Angeles to Orange County corridor that was selected by the Authority and FRA with the statewide 
program EIR/EIS follows the LOSSAN rail corridor as the feasible route option along with a connection 
between Union Station and the existing LOSSAN rail corridor. See Attachments A and B for maps of the 
HST system and the Los Angeles to Orange County section of the HST system. (See Attachment A - 
Alternatives Description and Figures A and B). 

Station location options were selected by the Authority and FRA with the statewide program EIR/EIS 
considering travel time, train speed, cost, local access times, potential connections with other modes of 
transportation, ridership potential and the distribution of population and major destinations along the 
route, and local planning constraints/conditions. Alternative station sites at the selected general station 
locations will be identified and evaluated in this project level EIR/EIS. Station area development policies 
to encourage transit-friendly development near and around HST stations that would have the potential to 
promote higher density, mixed-use, pedestrian-oriented development around the stations will be 
prepared in coordination with local and regional planning agencies. Potential station locations to be 
evaluated in the Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS include: City of Norwalk, Norwalk 
Transportation Center; and City of Anaheim, Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center. HST 
service between Anaheim to Irvine may be considered separately in the future by the Authority. In 
addition, potential sites for turnback/layover train storage facilities and a main HST repair and heavy 
maintenance facility will be evaluated in the Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS. 

Probable Effects: The purpose of the EIR/EIS process is to explore in a public setting the effects of the 
proposed project on the physical, human, and natural environment. The FRA and the Authority will 
continue the tiered evaluation of all significant environmental, social, and economic impacts of the 
construction and operation of the HST system. Impact areas to be addressed include: transportation 
impacts; safety and security; land use, and zoning; secondary development; land acquisition, 
displacements, and relocations; cultural resource impacts, including impacts on historical and 
archaeological resources and parklands/recreation areas; neighborhood compatibility and environmental 
justice; natural resource impacts including air quality, wetlands, water resources, noise, vibration, energy, 
wildlife and ecosystems, including endangered species. Measures to avoid, minimize, and mitigate all 
adverse impacts will be identified and evaluated. 

Scoping and Comments: The Authority encourages broad participation in the EIR/EIS process during 
scoping and review of the resulting environmental documents. Comments and suggestions are invited 
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from all interested agencies and the public to insure the full range of issues related to the proposed 
action and all reasonable alternatives are addressed and all significant issues are identified. In particular, 
the Authority is interested in determining whether there are areas of environmental concern where there 
might be a potential for significant impacts identifiable at a project level. In response to this NOP, public 
agencies with jurisdiction are requested to advise FRA and the Authority of the applicable permit and 
environmental review requirements of each agency, and the scope and content of the environmental 
information that is germane to the agency's statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed 
project. Public scoping meetings have been scheduled as an important component of the scoping 
process for both the State and federal environmental review. The scoping meetings described in this 
Notice will be advertised locally and included in additional public notification. Scoping meetings are 
scheduled for the following cities: 

• Union Station/METRO (Los Angeles), METRO Board Room, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 
90012, on April 5, 2007, from 3:00 PM to 5:00 PM and from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM. 

• Anaheim, Gordon Hoyt Conference Room, City Hall West, 201 S. Anaheim Boulevard, Anaheim, CA 
on April 11, 2007, from 3:00 PM to 5:00 PM and from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM. 

• Norwalk Transportation Center, Arts & Sports Complex Community Meeting Center (Sproul 
Room), 13200 Clarkdale Avenue, Norwalk, CA 90651 on April 12, 2007, from 3:00 PM to 5:00 PM and 
from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM. 

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, public agencies are requested to send their responses to 
this Notice of Preparation to the Authority at the earliest possible date but not later than 30 days after 
receipt of this notice. See Attachment B - EIR/EIS Schedule for this segment's timeframe and process. 

Please send your response and direct any comments or questions regarding this project to Ms. Carrie 
Pourvahidi, Deputy Director of the California High-Speed Rail Authority at the address shown above. 


Date: _ Signature: _ 

Mehdi Morshed, Executive Director 
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Attachment A - ALTERNATIVES DESCRIPTION 


The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) will 
consider all reasonable alternative HST alignments and station options at a project level of analysis for 
the LOSSAN corridor between the cities of Los Angeles and Anaheim. The alternatives will include: 

NO- PROJ ECT ALTERNATIVE 

The take no action (No Project or No Build) alternative is defined to serve as the baseline for assessment 
of the HST Alternative. The No Build Alternative represents the region's transportation system (highway, 
air, and conventional rail) as it existed in 2006, and as it would exist after completion of programs or 
projects currently planned for funding and implementation by 2030. The No Build Alternative defines the 
existing and future intercity transportation system for the Los Angeles to Orange County corridor based 
on programmed and funded improvements to the intercity transportation system through 2030, according 
to the following sources of information: 

• State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), 

• Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) for all modes of travel, 

• Airport plans, and 

• Intercity passenger rail plans (Amtrak Five- and Twenty-year Plans). 

HI GH-SPEED TRAIN ALTERNATI VE 

The Authority proposes to construct, operate and maintain a 700-mile long (1,126-kilometer long) 
electric-powered steel-wheel-on-steel-rail HST system capable of speeds in excess of 200 miles per hour 
(mph) (320 kilometers per hour [km/h]) on dedicated, fully grade-separated tracks, with state-of-the-art 
safety, signaling, and automated train control systems. The Los Angeles to Orange County corridor 
selected by the Authority and FRA with the statewide program EIR/EIS follows the existing 
BNSF/Metrolink rail corridor (also known as the LOSSAN Corridor) from Los Angeles Union Station as far 
south as Irvine. The Los Angeles to Orange County HST Project Level EIR/EIS will only consider HST 
service as far south as Anaheim. HST service between Anaheim to Irvine may be considered separately 
in the future by the Authority. 

Further engineering studies will examine and refine alignments in the selected corridor, including the 
previously considered alignment option that shares tracks with other passenger services separated from 
freight with 4 total tracks (2 for passenger rail service and 2 for freight) between Los Angeles and 
Fullerton. South of Fullerton, the alignment would be two tracks with additional passing tracks located at 
intermediate stations. The electrified HST would share tracks (at reduced speeds) with non-electric 
Metrolink commuter rail, Amtrak Surfliner intercity services and occasional freight trains (there are fewer 
freight operations south of Fullerton). This alignment option is based on the premise that the capacity 
and compatibility issues associated with the shared operations with existing non-electric service 
(Surfliners, Metrolink, and freight) will be resolved. Additional alignment options will be considered that 
involve dedicated HST tracks that may be exclusive to HST service or that may also accommodate 
Metrolink express services. 

STATIONS 

Station location options were selected by the Authority and FRA with the statewide program EIR/EIS 
considering travel time, train speed, cost, local access times, potential connections with other modes of 
transportation, ridership potential, and the distribution of population and major destinations along the 
route, and local planning constraints/conditions. Alternative station sites at the selected general station 
locations will be identified and evaluated in this project level EIR/EIS. Station area development policies 
to encourage transit-friendly development near and around HST stations will be prepared in coordination 
with local and regional planning agencies that would have the potential to promote higher density, 
mixed-use, pedestrian-oriented development around the stations. Potential station locations to be 
evaluated in the Los Angeles to Orange County HST Project Level EIR/EIS include: City of Los Angeles - 
Union Station; City of Norwalk - Norwalk Transportation Center; and City of Anaheim - Anaheim Regional 
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Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC). In addition, potential sites for turnback/layover train storage 
facilities and a main HST repair and heavy-maintenance facility will be evaluated in the Los Angeles to 
Orange County HST Project Level EIR/EIS. The Statewide HST system and the Los Angeles to Anaheim 
segment are illustrated on Figures A and B of Attachment A. 
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Figure A 

Statewide High-speed Train System 
Preferred Alignments and Stations Statewide 
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Note: The Anaheim to Irvine segment is not included in this environmental document, and will be 
evaluated separately at a later date. 
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Figure B 

Los Angeles/ Anaheim Segment 



Phase 1 of the Proposed Project is located between Union Station in Los Angeles and the Anaheim 
Regional Transportation Intermodal Center in Orange County. It is this segment that is being evaluated 
in the Project-Level EIR/EIS, and is shown as a solid blue line in the above figure. 

Phase 2 is located between the Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC) and the 
Irvine Station in Orange County. Phase 2 will be evaluated in a future environmental document, and is 
shown as a dashed blue line in the above figure. 
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Attachment B - El R/ El S SCHEDULE 
Los Angeles to Orange County 
Summary Schedule 
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Notice of I ntent 

(Published in the Federal Register on March 15, 2007) 
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per day. The relocation of the north- 
south mainline will require the 
construction of a new corridor 
approximately 10 to 13 miles in length 
depending on the alignment alternative. 
The east-west corridor may be 
approximately 8 to 9 miles in length. 

The relocation of the railroad corridors 
would eliminate at least 47 grade 
crossings. The relocated rail corridors 
would be entirely grade separated. 

The numerous grade crossings with 
high vehicle traffic volumes within the 
city limits require the CSXT trains to 
reduce speed as they pass through 
Vincennes. Two CSXT mainlines cross 
in the middle of the city, and trains that 
switch between mainlines move slowly, 
creating traffic backups, emergency 
vehicle delays, and delays in rail 
operations. Frequently, train movements 
literally cut the city in half. In addition, 
the large volumes of trains and 
vehicular traffic crossing the railroad 
corridor increase the probability of 
collisions at the crossings. 

Cooperating Agendes: The Federal 
Railroad Administration has agreed to 
serve as a cooperating agency. No others 
have been yet identified for this project. 

Environmental Issues: Possible 
environmental impacts include 
displacement of commercial and 
residential properties, increased noise 
in some areas, decreased noise in other 
areas, effects to historical properties or 
archaeological sites, viewshed impacts, 
impacts to water resources, wetlands, 
farmed wetlands, prime farmland, 
sensitive biological species and habitat, 
land use compatibility impacts, and 
impacts to agricultural lands. 

Alternatives: The EIS will consider 
alternatives that include: (1) Taking no 
action: [2) rail relocation and 
reconstruction of railroad line(s) and 
grade separations on new location. 

Scoping and Comment: FHWA 
encourages broad participation in the 
EIS process and review of the resulting 
environmental documents. A scoping 
meeting will be conducted in the City of 
Vincennes area at a date and place, 
which will be widely publicized well in 
advance of the meeting. Comments, 
questions, and suggestions related to the 
project and potential environmental 
concerns are invited from all interested 
agencies and the public at large to 
ensure that the full range of issues 
related to the proposed action and all 
reasonable alternatives are considered 
and all significant issues are identified. 
These comments, questions, and 
suggestions should be forwarded to the 
address listed above. The public is 
invited to participate in the scoping 
process as well. Notices of availability 
for the Draft EIS, Final EIS, and Record 


of Decision wdll be provided through 
direct mail, the Federal Register and 
other media. Notification also will be 
sent to Federal, State, local agencies, 
persons, and organizations that submit 
comments or questions. Precise 
schedules and locations for public 
meetings will be announced in the local 
news media. Interested individuals and 
organizations may request to be 
included on the mailing list for the 
distribution of meeting announcements 
and associated information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 20.205, Highway Planning and 
Constmction. The regulations implementing 
Executive Order 12372 regarding 
intergovernmental consultation on Federal 
programs and activities apply to the 
program), 

Authority: 23 U.S.C. 315; 23 CFR 771.123; 
49 CFR 1.48. 

Issued on: March 9, 2007. 

Robert F. Tally, P.E., 

Division Administrator, Indianapolis, 
Indiana. 

|FR Doc. E7-4725 Filed 3-14-07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-22-P 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Environmental Impact Statement lor 
the California High Speed Train 
System From Los Angeles to Orange 
County, CA 

AGENCY; Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) Department of 
Transportation (DOT). 

ACTION; Notice of Intent to Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

SUMMARY: FRA is issuing this notice to 
advise the public that FRA and the 
California High Speed Rail Authority 
(Authority) will jointly prepare a project 
level Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) and project level Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) for the section of 
the Authority’s proposed California 
High-Speed Train (HST) System from 
the City of Los Angeles (Union Station) 
to Orange County (Anaheim) in 
compliance with relevant State and 
federal laws, in particular the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA), 

FRA is issuing this notice to solicit 
public and agency input into the 
development of the scope of the EIS and 
to advise the public that outreach 
activities conducted by the Authority 
and its representatives will be 
considered in the preparation of the 
combined EIR/EIS. The Authority and 


FRA completed a Program EIR/EIS for 
the California HST System in 2005 as 
the first-phase of a tiered environmental 
review process for the proposed 
California HST System. The Authority 
certified the Final Program EIR and 
issued a decision, and FRA issued a 
Record of Decision in November 2005 
on the Final Program EIS, selecting the 
HST Alternative for further project level 
environmental review and selecting 
corridor alignments and potential 
station locations, including a corridor 
between Los Angeles and Orange 
County. The preparation of this project 
level Los Angeles-Orange County HST 
EIR/EIS will involve development of 
preliminary engineering designs and 
assessment of environmental effects 
associated with the construction, 
operation, and maintenance of the HST 
system, including track, ancillary 
facilities and stations, along the 
previously selected Los Angeles-Orange 
County corridor. 

DATES; Written comments on the scope 
of the Los Angeles-Orange County HST 
EIR/EIS should be provided to the 
Authority by April 24, 2007. Public 
scoping meetings are scheduled from 
April 5—April 12, 2007, as noted below. 
ADDRESSES: Written comments on the 
scope should be sent to Mr. Dan Leavitt, 
Deputy Director, ATTN. Los Angeles— 
Orange County, California High-Speed 
Rail Authority, 925 L Street, Suite 1425, 
Sacramento, CA 95814, or via e-mail 
with the subject line “Los Angeles- 
Orange County HST” to: 
comments@hsr.ca.gov. Comments may 
also be provided orally or in writing at 
the scoping meetings scheduled at the 
following locations: 

• Union Station/METRO (Los 
Angeles), METRO Board Room, One 
Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012, 
on April 5, 2007, from 3 p.m. to 5 p.m. 
and from 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 

• Anaheim, Gordon Hoyt Conference 
Room, City Hall West, 201 S. Anaheim 
Boulevard, Anaheim, CA on April 11, 
2007, from 3 p.m. to 5 p.m. and fforn 6 
p.m. to 8 p.m.. 

• Norwalk, Arts & Sports Complex 
Community Meeting Center (Sproul 
Room), 13000 Clarkdale Avenue, 
Norwalk, CA 90651 on April 12. 2007, 
from 3 p.m. to 5 p.m. and from 6 p.m. 
to 8 p.m.. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT; Mr. 

David Valenstein, Environmental 
Program Manager, Office of Railroad 
Development, Federal Railroad 
Administration, 1120 Vermont Avenue 
(Mail Stop 20), Washington, DC 20590: 
Telephone (202) 493-6368, or Mr. 
Leavitt at the above noted address. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION; The 

California High-Speed Rail Authority 
(Authority) was established in 1996 and 
is authorized and directed by statute to 
undertake the planning for the 
development of a proposed statewide 
HST network that is fully coordinated 
with other public transportation 
services. The Legislature has granted the 
Authority the powers necessary to 
oversee the construction and operation 
of a statewide HST network once 
financing is secured. As part of the 
Authority’s efforts to implement a high¬ 
speed train system, the Authority 
adopted a Final Business Plan in June 
2000, which reviewed the economic 
feasibility of a 700-mile long HST 
system capable of speeds in excess of 
200 miles per hour on a dedicated, fully 
grade-separated state-of-the art track. 

The FRA has responsibility for 
oversight of the safety of railroad 
operations, including the safety of any 
proposed high-speed ground 
transportation system. For the proposed 
HST, it is anticipated that FRA would 
need to take certain regulatory actions 
prior to operation. 

In 2005, the Authority and FRA 
completed a Final Program EIR/EIS for 
the Proposed California High-Speed 
Train System (statewide program EIR/ 
EIS), as the first-phase of a tiered 
environmental review process. The 
Authority certified the Final Program 
EIR under CEQA and approved the 
proposed HST System, and FRA issued 
a Record of Decision under NEPA on the 
Final Program EIS. This statewide 
program EIR/EIS established the 
purpose and need for the HST system, 
analyzed a HST alternative, and 
compared it with a No Project/No 
Action Alternative and a Modal 
Alternative. In approving the statewide 
program EIR/EIS, the Authority and 
FRA selected the HST Alternative and 
selected certain corridors/general 
alignments and general station 
locations, incorporated mitigation 
strategies and design practices, and 
specified further measures to guide the 
development of the HST System at the 
site-specific project level of 
environmental review to avoid and 
minimize potential adverse 
environmental impacts. 

The Los Angeles-Orange County HST 
EIR/EIS will be developed as a second- 
tier, site-specific environmental 
document. It is one of a number of 
second-tier environmental reviews for 
sections of the HST system that FRA 
and the Authority intend to undertake. 

It will be tiered from and incorporate by 
reference the certified statewide 
program EIR/EIS in accordance with 
Council on Environmental Quality 


(CEQ) regulations (40 CFR 1508.28) and 
State CEQA Guidelines (14 C.C.R. 

§ 15168[b]). Tiering will ensure that the 
Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/ 
EIS builds upon all previous work 
prepared for and incorporated in the 
statewide program EIR/EIS. The EIR/EIS 
will be carried out in accordance with 
FRA’s Procedures for Considering 
Environmental Impacts (64 FR 28545 
[May 26, 1999]) and will address not 
only NEPA and CEQA, but other 
applicable statutes, regulations and 
executive orders, including the 1990 
Clean Air Act Amendments, Section 404 
of the Clean Water Act, the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, 
Section 4(f) of the Department of 
Transportation Act, the Endangered 
Species Act, and Executive Order 12898 
on Environmental Justice. This EIR/EIS 
process will also continue the NEPA/ 
Clean Water Act Section 404 merger 
process established through the 
statewide program EIR/EIS process. 

The Los Angeles-Orange County HST 
EIR/EIS and other project level EIR/EISs 
will examine a range of project 
alternatives for portions of the proposed 
HST system within corridors selected in 
the statewide program EIR/EIS, as well 
as a no action alternative. This and 
other project level EIR/EISs will fully 
describe site-specific environmental 
impacts and will identify specific 
mitigation measures to address those 
impacts and will incorporate design 
practices to avoid and minimize 
potential adverse environmental 
impacts. The FRA and the Authority 
will assess the site characteristics, size, 
nature, and timing of proposed site- 
specific projects to determine whether 
the impacts are potentially significant 
and whether impacts can be avoided or 
mitigated. This and other project EIR/ 
ElSswill identify and evaluate 
reasonable and feasible site-specific 
alignment alternatives, evaluate the 
impacts &om construction, operation, 
and maintenance of the HST system, 
and identify mitigation measures. 
Information and documents regarding 
the HST environmental review process 
will be made available through the 
Authority’s Internet site: http:// 

WWW. cahigh speedrail.go v/. 

Purpose and Need: The need for a 
HST system is directly related to the 
expected growth in population, and 
increases in intercity travel demand in 
California over the next twenty years 
and beyond. With growth in travel 
demand, there will be an increase in 
travel delays arising from the growing 
congestion on California’s highways and 
at airports. In addition, there will be 
negative effects on tlie economy, quality 
of life, and air quality in and around 


California's metropolitan areas from a 
transportation system that will become 
less reliable as travel demand increases. 
The intercity highway system, 
commercial airports, and conventional 
passenger rail serving the intercity 
travel market are currently operating at 
or near capacity, and will require large 
public investments for maintenance and 
expansion to meet existing demand and 
future growth. The purpose of the 
proposed HST system is to provide a 
new mode of high-speed intercity travel 
that would link the major metropolitan 
areas of the state: interface with 
international airports, mass transit, and 
highways; and provide added capacity 
to meet increases in intercity travel 
demand in California in a manner 
sensitive to and protective of 
California’s unique natural resources. 

Alternatives: The Los Angeles-Orange 
County HST EIR/EIS will consider a No 
Action or No Project Alternative and 
HST Alternatives for the Los Angeles to 
Orange County corridor. 

No Action Alternative: The take no 
action (No Project or No Build) 
alternative is defined to serve as the 
baseline for assessment of the HST 
Alternative. The No Build Alternative 
represents the region’s transportation 
system (highway, air, and conventional 
rail) as it existed in 2006, and as it 
would exist after completion of 
programs or projects currently planned 
for funding and implementation by 
2030. The No Build Alternative defines 
the existing and future intercity 
transportation system for the Los 
Angeles to Orange County corridor 
based on programmed and funded 
improvements to the intercity 
transportation system through 2030, 
according to the following sources of 
information: State Transportation 
Improvement Program (STIP), Regional 
Transportation Plans (RTPs) for all 
modes of travel, airport plans, and 
intercity passenger rail plans. 

HST Alternative: The Authority 
proposes to construct, operate and 
maintain an electric-powered steel- 
wheel-on-steel-rail HST system, over 
700-mile long (1,126-kilometer long), 
capable of speeds in excess of 200 miles 
per hour (mph) (320 kilometers per hour 
[km/h]) on dedicated, fully grade- 
separated tracks, with state-of-the-art 
safety, signaling, and automated train 
control systems. The Los Angeles to 
Orange County corridor that was 
selected by the Authority and FRA with 
the statewide program EIR/EIS follows 
the existing BNSF/Metrolink rail 
corridor (also known as the LOSS AN 
Corridor) from Los Angeles Union 
Station as far south as Irvine. The Los 
Angeles-Orange Connty HST EIR/EIS 
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will consider HST service from Los 
Angeles to Anaheim. The HST system 
can provide service to Orange County 
with a terminus in Anaheim. Beyond 
Anaheim right-of-way is constrained 
and environmental conditions are 
different. HST service beyond Anaheim 
to Irvine may be considered separately 
in the future. 

Further engineering studies to be 
undertaken as a part of this EIR/EIS 
process will examine and refine 
alignments in the selected corridor, 
including the alignment option 
identified in the statewide program EIR/ 
EIS that shares tracks with other 
passenger services separated from 
freight trains with 4 total tracks (2 for 
passenger rail service and 2 for freight 
service) between Los Angeles and 
Fullerton and 2 total tracks with 
additional passing tracks South of 
Fullerton. With this alignment option, 
the electrified HST would share tracks 
(at reduced speeds) with non-electric 
Metrolink commuter rail, Amtrak 
Surfliner intercity services and 
occasional freight trains (there are fewer 
freight operations south of Fullerton). 
This alignment option is based on the 
premise that the capacity and 
compatibility issues associated with the 
shared operations with existing non¬ 
electric service (Surfliners, Metrolink, 
and freight) can be resolved. Additional 
alignment options will be considered 
that involve dedicated HST tracks that 
may be exclusive to HST service or that 
may also accommodate Metrolink 
express services. 

Station location options were selected 
by the Authority and FRA with the 
statewide program EIR/EIS considering 
travel time, train speed, cost, local 
access times, potential connections with 
other modes of transportation, ridership 
potential, and the distribution of 
population and major destinations along 
the route, and local planning 
constraints/conditions. Alternative 
station sites at the selected general 
station locations will be identified and 
evaluated in this project level EIR/EIS. 
Station area development policies to 
encourage transit-friendly development 
near and around HST stations that 
would have the potential to promote 
higher density, mixed-use, pedestrian- 
oriented development will be prepared 
in coordination with local and regional 
planning agencies. Potential station 
locations to be evaluated in the Los 
Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS 
include: City of Los Angeles-Union 
Station: City of Norwalk-Norwalk 
Transportation Center; and City of 
Anaheim-Anaheim Regional 
Transportation Intermodal Center 
(ARTIC). In addition, potential sites for 


turnback/layover train storage facilities 
and a main HST repair and heavy 
maintenance facility will be evaluated 
in the Los Angeles-Orange County HST 
EIR/EIS. 

Probable Effects: The purpose of the 
EIR/EIS process is to explore in a public 
setting the effects of the proposed 
project on the physical, human, and 
natural environment. The FRA and tire 
Authority will continue the tiered 
evaluation of all significant 
environmental, social, and economic 
impacts of the construction and 
operation of the HST system. Impact 
areas to be addressed include: 
Transportation impacts; safety and 
security; land use and zoning; 
secondary development; land 
acquisition, displacements, and 
relocations; cultural resource impacts, 
including impacts on historical and 
archaeological resources and parklands/ 
recreation areas; neighborhood 
compatibility and environmental 
justice; natural resource impacts 
including air quality, wetlands, water 
resources, noise, vibration, energy, 
wildlife and ecosystems, including 
endangered species. Measures to avoid, 
minimize, and mitigate all adverse 
impacts will be identified and 
evaluated. 

Scoping and Comnients:FRA 
encourages broad participation in the 
EIS process during scoping and review 
of the resulting environmental 
documents. Comments and suggestions 
are invited from all interested agencies 
and the public at large to insure the full 
range of issues related to the proposed 
action and all reasonable alternatives 
are addressed and all significant issues 
are identified. In particular, FRA is 
interested in determining whether there 
are areas of environmental concern 
where there might be a potential for 
significant impacts identifiable at a 
project level. Public agencies with 
jurisdiction are requested to advise FRA 
and the Authority of the applicable 
permit and environmental review 
requirements of each agency, and the 
scope and content of the environmental 
information that is germane to the 
agency’s statutory responsibilities in 
connection with the proposed project. 
Public agencies are requested to advise 
FRA if they anticipate taking a major 
action in connection with the proposed 
project and if they wish to cooperate in 
the preparation of the project level EIR/ 
EIS. Public scoping meetings have been 
scheduled as an important component 
of the scoping process for both the State 
and Federal eirvironrnental review. The 
scoping meetings described in this 
Notice will also be advertised locally 


and included in additional public 
notification. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on March 9, 
2007. 

MarkE. Yachmetz, 

Associa te A dministrator for Railroad 
Development. 

(FR Doc. E7-4710 Filed 3-14-07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-06-P 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Environmental Impact Statement for 
the California High Speed Train 
System from Palmdale to Los Angeles, 
CA 

AGENCY: Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) U.S. Department 
of Transportation (DOT). 

ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

SUMMARY: FRA is issuing this notice to 
advise the public that FRA and the 
California High Speed Rail Authority 
(Authority) will jointly prepare a project 
level Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) and project level Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) for the section of 
the Authority’s proposed California 
High-Speed Train (HST) System from 
the City of Palmdale to the City of Los 
Angeles in compliance with relevant 
State and federal laws, in particular the 
California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA). 

FRA is issuing this notice to solicit 
public and agency input into the 
development of the scope of the EIS and 
to advise the public that outreach 
activities conducted by the Authority 
and its representatives will be 
considered in the preparation of the 
combined EIR/EIS. The Authority and 
FRA completed a Program EIR/EIS for 
the California HST System in 2005 as 
the first-phase of a tiered environmental 
review process for the proposed 
California HST System. The Authority 
certified the Final Program EIR and 
issued a decision, and FRA issued a 
Record of Decision in November 2005 
on the Final Program EIS, selecting the 
HST Alternative for further project level 
environmental review and selecting 
corridor alignments and potential 
station locations, including a corridor 
between Palmdale and Los Angeles. The 
preparation of this project level 
Palmdale-Los Angeles HST EIR/EIS will 
involve development of preliminary 
engineering designs and assessment of 
environmental effects associated with 
the construction, operation and 
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Appendix - B 
Scoping Meeting Announcements 






tQue es? 

La Autoridad Ferroviaria de Alta Veloctdad 
del Estado de California (CHSRA - por 
sus siglcis en ir^les) est^ proponiendo 
ei eerviclo de tren de alta veiocidad para 
viajar entre las ^eas metropolitanas 
importantes de California. El servicio 
funcbnara entre la Ciudad de Los Angeles, 
al Condado de Orange y San Diego en 
el sur. y hasta el area de la bahia de Setn 
Francisco y Sacramento en el norte. 


California High-Speed 
Rail Authority 
LA-OC Corridor 

Taking you from Los Angeles 
to Anaheim in 20 minutes 



Autoridad del Tren 
de Alta Veiocidad del 
Estado de California 
Corredor Los Angeles- 
Condado de Orange 

Uevandoto de Los Angeles 
a Anaheim en 20 minutos 



What is it? 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority 
(CHSRA) is proposing high-speed 
train service for travel between major 
metropolitan areas of California. The 
service would run from Los Angeles. 
Orange County and San Diego in the 
south to the San Francisco Bay Area 
and Sacramento In the north. 
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Where will It flO? _ _ 

TTio proposoa alignment for the Los Angeles to Orange County 
segment will travel along the extsUng Los Angeles^ San Diego 
Rail Corridor A.06$AN) between Los Angeles Union Station 
and tho Anaheim Rogionai Transportation Intornnooal Centei 
(ARTtC) in Anaheim. The system ooula potertiaiy continue 
soulh'bound to Irvii^. This fast, safe and reliable system Is 
faeoast to carry mere than 100 minion passer^s annually 
by the year 2030. 

Every one Benefits _ 

Tho bonofts of rxgh-spood rati are signincant and 
wide-spread. Highlights include: 

• Reduce traffic — the statewide system will lerrove over 50 
milicn auto trips per year. 

• improve cty streets - locally, more than <io existing 
at-grooe railroad street oossings w>ll be separated 
from vehicle traffla 

• Enhance trre ecorx^my - as many as 460,000 ^bs 
will be created. 

• Improve the environment •> higrvspeed tra ns provide 
3 transpertatbn alternative that win help reduce ak 
pollution, arid are energy efflcent. 

• Bener connections - provides a safer, time arid cost 
efTIcienl aRer native to autorrxibiles and will help relieve 
overcrowding at major airports. 

Enylronmenlal Process_ 

The prcject'tevel errvironmenEat review process has been 
iniiated in the high speed roil cerrbor between Los Angeles 
and Araheim. 

In accordance with the Califania Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and tho NatiO'at Envronmontal Policy Act (NEPAL tho 
California High Speed 
Ray Aiilhcrny (CHSRA) 

In cooperation with 
the Federal Ra»aad 
Admiriistraucn (FRA) 
has issued a Notice of 
Intent and Notice of 
Preparation (NO/NOP) 
for the preparation of 
a Draft Swironmental 
Impact Report {ElRy 
Enyhorimentai impact 
Statement (0S). 


As pa^ of the inttial phase of tho onvlronmor\tal process, public 
scoping meetings win be hosted to receive public comment on 
the issues that should be examined as part of the environmental 
anafysts. Your comments wll bo corci^red in the preparation 
of tho environmental document and will become part of the 
pt4:4ic record. 

esi.inveivwi _ _ _ 

Public scoping meetings win be held along the comdor to 
provide members of the pubRc with an opporlunly to learrt 
about the project ask (fuestions and provide feedback. 

Please join us for one of the tolowing meetings: 

• Tliuraday. April 5.2007 
Scoping mooting 
3.‘00-S:00p.m 
6XiO~e:OOp.m. 

LA County Metro Board Room 
Ono Qatoway Plaza 
Los Angeles. CA 

• Wodnoedoy April 11,2007 
Scoping moetng 
3.00-5:00 p.m, 

600-6:00p.m. 

Anoheim City Hall West 
Gordon Hoyt Conference Room 
201 South Aruriaint Boulevard 
Anaheim, CA 

•Thursday, April 12.2007 

Scoping meeting 
300-5:00 p.m 
600-8:00 p.m. 

Norwalk Arts and Sports Complex 
Multi-Purpose Room 
13000 Clarkdaie Avenue 
Norwalk. CA 

tr you ore unable to attend a nWiing, pubic scoping oommer^ 
regarding the LA to Anaheim segments will be accepted until 
April 27,2007, send to to Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Drecter, 
^Ifornla High Speed Rail Authority, Los Angeles >Orange 
County Segmera - 925 L Street Sute 1426, Saaamento, CA 
95814. 

For More Information 

Copies of the NOP/NOI may be viewed at the public scoping 
meetings, or by going to http;//wwwx:ahigh8peedralLgov/. 
tr you have any questons, please call us at i877) 724-6422. 



iAdbjtdefr^_ _ 

La allneocion (o ruta) propuesta para el segmonto entre !a 
estaciOn de tren Union Station en la Ciudad de Los Ange es y 
el Centro Regional de Transportacibn intermodal de Anaheim 
(ARTIC) oerrera a io largo dei ferrocami existente entre Los 
Angeles y San Diego (conocido como la ruta LOSSAN) con 
paradas en las ciudades de Norvralk y Araheira El sistema 
tiene potenoal de conunuar hacta el sij' hasta iiegar a Irvtne. 

Se pronostica que este sistema rapido, seguro y conllable 
transponara mas de 100 milonas de pasajeros para el ailo 2030. 

Tod os Bene llclamos__ 

LOS beneridos de> tren de alta velocidad son extensos. 

Aigunos beneficios incluyen: 

• Reducir Iraflco- este sistetre estatai elimnara mds de SO 
milortes de viaies de auto por aho de las carretoras. 

• Mejorar las cales de la ciudad- tocalmente, mas de 40 
oxistontos crucos do tron ssran olcvados y soparadx del 
trdflcx) vehicular. 

• Aumentar la economia* creard hasta 450,000 nuevos empleos 

• Me^aar el medio ambtente - Irenes de aita veloodad proveen 
un mStodo alterrtativo de irartspcrtaciOn que ayuda reducir la 
contamirtacibn del aire y usa energia mas ef •clerRemente. 

• Mejores corwxiones - proves uru aKerrvitrva segura, rapida 
y do cocto oficaz a automovlles quo aderras roducira ot 
atestaiTiento en los aeropuertos reglorales de mayor uso. 


Como parte de la fase Inicial tie la revision arfblentai, reuniones 
pifclcas de ambito se levar^n acabo paa recibir comertaros 
sobre Ics temss que deben ser examlnados como parte del 
anolisis ambiental. Sus comentarios seran considerados en 
la preparacibn del documento ambiental y seran parte del 
archivo publico. 

Sea Parte 

Reunicnes piiblicas se Devaran acabo en ciudades dentro del 
corredor propuesto para dar a los irvembros del publico una 
opalunidad eJe aprender sobra el proyacto, hacer pregunias y 
proveer comentarios. Pa fova aoompaheoos en unas de las 
siguiartes reuniones: 

• ]ucvos, 6 do abril dd 2007 
Retinfdn de AmbUa 

3:00 p.m. - S.'OO p.m. 

6:00 p.m .- 800 p.m. 

LA Coiety Metro Board Room 
Or>o Gatov/ay Plaza 
Los Angeles 

• miOrcolea, 11 de abril del 2007 
Peur^On de AmbUo 

3:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m. 

6:00 p.m. - ftOO p.m. 

Gordon Hoyt Conference Room 
Anaheim City Halt West 
Gordon Hoyt Conference Room 
201 South Anaheim Boiievard 
Anaheim 


Proceso Ambiental 

Se ha iniclado el proceso de revisbn ambiertal a nivel de 
proyecto en el correoa de arta velocdad enTe Loe Angeles y 
Anahelrti. 


Oe acue''do a la Ley de Calidad Ambental de Calforma (CEQAj 
y la Ley Ambiental Naconal (NEFA), la Autaxlad Faroviana de 



Alta Voiccidad do 
Califania (CHSRA) 
en ccoperac:dn con 
la Admlnistraclbn 
del Ferrocaril 
Federal (FRA) ha 
distrlbufdo un Avtso 
de Preparacbn y 
un Aviso de Inttnto 
(NOP/NOI) para la 
preparacibn de un 
Borrada de Reporter 
Declaractbn cte 
Impacto Ambiental 
(BR/EiS). 


• luovoe, 12 do abril dol 2007 
Reunion de Amt^ta 
3L'00p.m. -6;00p.m. 

6:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. 

Norwalk Arts and Sports Complex 
MuRiptrpoce Room 
13000 Clarkdaie Avenue 
Norwalk 

Si no puede asistir las reuniones, cuaquler comentatio sobte 
el segmerto entre Los Angeles y Anoheim serO oceptado 
hasta el 27 de abri del 2007. Pa fava envid sue comentarios 
al: Sr. Dan Leavitt. Deploy Directa, Califania Hgh Speed 
Kail Authority, Los An^s - Orange County Segment - 92S L 
Street, Suite 1426, Saaamento, CA 95814. 

Para Mas Informaci^n 

Cepias del NOt/NOP oueden ser revisadas en 

las reuniones publfcas o at visitar ta pagina web: 

htlp://www.cahlghspeedrdil.gov 

SI tiene aiguna pregunta, pa fava iiamenos ai 
(877) 724-6422. 
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CAUFORNIA 
HKSHSPEED RAIL 
AUTHORTTY 


BORRADOR DEL REPORTE DE IMPACTO AMBIENTAiy 
DECU\RACI6N DE IMPACTO AMBIENTAL 
PROYECTO PROPUESTO DE SERVICIO DE TREN DE ALTA 
VELOCIDADALINEACIONES DELOS ANGELES AL 
CON DADO DE ORANGE Y DE LOS ANGELES A PALMDALE 


AVISOS DE PREPARACI6N Y REUNIONES DE AMBITO 


La Autoridad Ferroviaria de Trenes De Alta Velocidad de Cali¬ 
fornia (CHSRA, por sus siglas en ingles) y la Administracidn 
Federal del Ferrocarril (FRA) ha distribuldo un Aviso de Pre- 
paracion (NOP) y un Aviso de Intento (NOI - publlcado en el 
Federal Register) para la preparacion de dos Borradores de 
Reporte de Impacto Ambiental/Declaracion de Impacto Am- 
biental (EIR/EIS) para el proyecto propuesto de desarrollar un 
sistema de tren de alta velocidad en California. Un Borrador 
EIR/EiS estudia la alineacion (o ruta) ferroviaria entre la Ciudad 
de Los Angeles y el Condado de Orange que propone cor- 
rer a lo largo de la ruta de ferrocarril actual Los Angeles-San 
Diego (LOSSAN) entre la estacion de tren Union Station en el 
Centro de Los Angeles y el Centro Regional de Transportacion 
Intermodal de Anaheim (ARTIC), con una possible parada en 
Norwalk. El segundo Borrador estudia la alineacion entre Los 
Angeles y Palmdale que propone seguir la linea ferroviaria de 
Metrolink sobre San Fernando Road en las cuidades de Los 


Angeles, Glendale, Burbank y San Fernando, antes de con- 
tinuar a lo largo de Soledad Canyon Road por las montafias 
de Santa Clarita hasta Palmdale. Se aceptaran comentarios 
sobre el NOP/NOI para cada alineacion durante los proximos 
30 dias empezando el 15 de marzo del 2007 hasta el 27 de 
abril del 2007. Comentarios deberan ser dirigidos al Sr. Dan 
Leavitt, Deputy Director, California High-Speed Rail Authority, 
925 L Street, Suite 1425, Sacramento, California 95814 antes 
de las 5:00 p.m, el 27 de abril del 2007, Las agendas CHSRA 
y FRA estaran presentando reuniones de ambito para redbir 
comentarios del pCiblico sobre temas que seran examinados y 
considerados como parte del analisis ambiental en la prepara¬ 
cion de los Borradores EIFl/EIS, 

Acompanenos para informarse y proveer comentarios sobre el 
estudio ambiental de este proyecto. 


Reuniones De Ambito 

(Alineacidn de L.A. to Palmdale) 


Reuniones De Ambitio Reuniones De Ambito 

(Alineacidn de L.A. to O.C.) (Dos Alineacidnes) 


miercoles, 4 de abril de 2007 

Reunidn de Ambito 
6p.m. -S p.m. 

Glendale Public Library 
222 E. Harvard St. 

Glendale, CA 

martes, 10 de abril de 2007 

Reunidn de Ambito 
6p.m. -8 p.m. 

Sylmar Park Recreation Center 
13109 Borden Ave. 

Sylmar, CA 


jueves, 12 de abril de 2007 

Reunidn de Ambito 
6 p.m. -8 p.m. 

Palmdale City Hall 
38300 Siema Hwy, 

Palmdale, CA 


miercoles, 11 de abril de 2007 

Reunidn de Ambito 
6 p.m.-8 p.m. 

Anaheim City Hall West 
Gordon Hoyt 
Conference Room 
201 South Analieim Boulevard 
Anaheim, CA 

jueves, 12 de abril de 2007 

Reunidn de Ambito 
6 p.m. - 8 p.m. 

Norwalk Arts and Sports Complex 
Multi-Purpose Room 
13000 Clarkdale Avenue 
Norwalk, CA 


jueves, 5 de abril de 2007 

Reunidn de Ambito 
6 p.m.-8 p.m. 

LA County Metro 
Board Room 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 


Para mas informaclon acerca 
de estas reuniones, favor de 
llamar al (877) 724-5422 o 
visite la pagina de internet del 
propuesto proyecto al 
www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov 
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CAUFOBNIA 
HKSHSPEHD RAIL 
AlfmORTTY 


DRAFT PROJECT LEVEL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
PROPOSED CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL PROJECT 
LOS ANGELES TO ORANGE COUNTY SEGMENT 


NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 


The California High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) 
and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) 
are releasing the Notice of Preparation (NOP) 
and Notice of Intent (NOI - published in the 
Federal Register) for the preparation of a Draft 
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the Los Angeles 
to Orange County segment of the proposed 
California High-Speed Rail project. The Los 
Angeles to Orange County segment is proposed 
to travel along the existing Los Angeles-San Diego 
Rail corridor(LOSSAN) between Los Angeles’ Union 
Station and the Anaheim Regional Transportation 
Intermodal Center with a potential stop in Norwalk. 


The NOP/NOI is being publicly circulated for a 
period of 30 days beginning on March 15, 2007 and 
ending on April 27, 2007. All written comments 
must be submitted to Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy 
Director, California High-Speed Rail Authority, 
925 L Street, Suite 1425, Sacramento, California 
95814 no later than 5:00 p.m. on April 27, 2007, 
The CHSRA and FRA are hosting public scoping 
meetings for the general public to receive public 
comment regarding the scope of the environmental 
analysis to be addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS. 

Join us to learn more about this proposed project 
and provide input into the environmental process. 


— Public Scoping Meetings — 


Thursday, April 5, 2007 

Scoping Meeting: 

3:00 - 5:00 p.m. 

Scoping Meeting: 

6:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

LA County Metro Board Room 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 


Wednesday April 11, 2007 

Scoping Meeting: 

3:00 - 5:00 p.m. 

Scoping Meeting: 

6:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

Anaheim City Hall West 
Gordon Hoyt 
Conference Room 
201 South Anaheim Boulevard 
Anaheim, CA 


Thursday, April 12, 2007 

Scoping Meeting: 

3:00 - 5:00 p.m. 

Scoping Meeting: 

6:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

Norwalk Arts and Sports Complex 
Multi-Purpose Room 
13000 Clarkdale Avenue 
Norwalk, CA 


For more information regarding these meetings, please call (877) 724-5422 or visit the proposed 
project’s website at www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov 







CALIFORNIA 
HIGH-SPEED RAIL 
AUTHORITY 


JUNTA INVESTIGATIVA 


Bienvenidos. . . 

Ei proposito de la junta de esta noche es proporcionarles a ustedes una oportunidad de aprender acerca 
de los segmentos del proyecto en el Sur de California de la Autoridad de Ferroviaria de Alta Velocidad de 
California (CHSRA), asi como proveerles reacciones en areas de inquietud o efoque segun lo relevante 
al Informe / Declaracion de Impacto Ambiental. 

Sus comentarios e ideas son importante para nosotros, de modo que visiten por favor la Estacion de 
Comentarios para darnos sus reacciones. 

La Proaramacion de Hov 

3:00 - 3:45 p.m. 6:00 - 6:45 p.m. Casa Abierta (Visite las estaciones de informacion y hablen 

con el personal del proyecto) 

3:45 - 4:20 p.m. 6:45 -7:20 p.m. Presentacion 

4:20-5:00 p.m. 7:20 - 8:00 p.m. Casa Abierta / Comentarios del Publico 

Estaciones 


Bienvenida/Registro de asistencia 
v" Ferrocarriles de Alta Velocidad en California 

Ferrocarril de Alta Velocidad en el Sur De California 
'4 Asuntos Ambientales 
Los Siguientes Pasos 
Comentarios 


Las hojas de comentarios estan a disposicion el la Estacion de Comentarios. Por favor llenen una 
hoja de comentarios. Los formularies llenos pueden serentregadosa cualquier miembro del personal, 
depositados en la caja de comentarios, o enviados por correo a la direccion indicada abajo. Tambien 
pueden proporcionarsus reacciones a nuestro registrador. 

Para presentar hojas completas de comentarios, Para mas informacion: 

envfe por correo a: 

Mr. Dan Leavitt www.cahiahspeedraii.ea.gov 

Deputy Director 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

jGracias por venir! 
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Scoping Meeting Distribution List 




California High-Speed Rail Distribution List 

LA to OC Section 
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*.— -Y-abo j 

fern Dckeraen 


Cal^ma Department of Rah 
and Game 

Scuth Coast Office ( Los Angeles & Orange Ceurtbes) 

»49/36S-7S38 

4949 Vewndge Avenue 

San Diego 

CA 

92123 


8S8/467-4299 




Caltfomu Department of Plih 
and Game 

South Coast Regon S 


ISOB North Harding Avenue 

Pasadena 

CA 

91104 




Johrtathan Snirdcr 

Brotoast 

U S Rah & WMIfe Service 

Carhbad Rsh & Wiidkfe Service (Los Angetes A Orarge 
Countiesi 

760/411-9440 

x307 

6010 Midden Valley Read 

Carte bad 

CA 

92011 

tohnrrthan d vnvderfS'Vs tiov 



Ken Wong 

Branw Chief L.A. 

County 

U.S. Army Corps of Ert^neefs 

Los Ar> 9 eles Delrict • Southern CA Area Office 

213/4S2*3290 

32330 Santa Ana Canyon Road 

Hqhlind 

CA 

92346 

kenneth .wong dusace^rmy.mil 

909/389-9406 


Adam Dcsher 

401 WaterQuahty 

Certrfication 

Coordinator 

Santa Ana Regional Water 
Quakty Control Board 

Orange CountyRegion B 

909/320*6363 

3737 Mam ^rect, Sute 500 

Riverside 

CA 

92501- 

334B 

efbcher'vrbBayrrcb^.gov 



AuQustvw Anr^lo 

Assstant Executive 

Officer for General 
Permtftirta 

Los Angeles Regional Water 
Quaity Control Board 

Los Angeles-Region 4 

213/5^*6657 

320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200 




aanrieloi^ wa terboards .ca.gov 


Wetbnds: 213/576*6689 

Steve Smith 

CBOA Supervscr 

South Coast AQMD 

LtQA 

9OT/J9b-30S4 

21865 Coptey Drive 

Diamond Bar 

CA 

91765 




lames Koizumi 

CEQA (and non* 
CB3*) 

South Coast AQMD 

CEQA and Non<EQA 

909/396-3234 

21865 Copier Drive 

Diamond Bar 

CA 

91765 




Ebine Chang 

Deputy Executive 
Officer 

Fullerton 

Planning 

909/396-3186 

21865 Copley Drwc 

Diamond Bar 

CA 

91765 

echang aaqmd.gev 



Carol Gonez 

Plannvig and Rules 
Mgr 

South Coast AQMD 

Planning 

909/396*3264 

21865 Copley Orrve 

Diamond Bar 

CA 

9176$ 

cgemerdagumd.gov 



Antonio Thomas 

Senior Trarrsportatic n 
Specialst 

South Coast AQMD 

Planning 

909/396-3285 

21965 Copley Drive 

Diamond Bar 

CA 

91765 

atnoma n aqmd.qev 



Chung Lib 

Deputy Exeoitire 

Officer 

South Coast AQMD 

Science artd Technologr Adrancement 

909/396-2105 

21865 Copley Drive 

Diarrvnd Bar 


91765 

cliu (i’agmd.qov 





South Coast AQMD 

Ervironmenal Renew Secten 


9150 Rair Onve 

sttente 

CA 

91731 




Mark Wiiegrond 

Director of Planning 

Los Angeles 

Department of Cty Plinnlisg 

213/978*1271 

200 North Spmg Street 

Los Angeles 

CA 

90012 

vnvw.bOty-orq/PLN/ 

213/978*1275 


Sheri VanJer Oussen 

Director 

Anaheim 

Panning Oepertment 

714/765-5139 

200 South Anahtim Boulevard, Suite 162 

Anatom 

CA 

9280$ 

Dlannmuuarulimrn.net 

714/765*5280 




90622 


714/562-3770 


90201 


323/771-9473 


90040 

robertz^<».commerce<a.U5 

323^87-4441 


92832 

loelrdci.fullerton.ca.us 

714/738-3110 


90638 

citYContactdcilyoflamirada org 

562/943*1464 


90650 

ka’idersen-nct.norwaA.ca .lA 

562/929-5773 


90660 

WVIW.LI.|AU- 

riveraxa.us/homepaoe.html 

562/949*7506 


90670 

BobOrpin aiantafespnngs.o-q 

562/868-7112 


90058 

kwll«n^.vtmon.ca.us 

213/588*2761 


90012 

ihartln ebnnmo«o.ti ca.ut 

213/626-6490 


92703 

wvm. pdsd x>c xa. gov 

714/834*7425 


92863- 

1584 




90017 

wvrw.scag ca^iov 

213/236-1825 


91203 

VA/v/.blafcogn) 

818/254-8373 


92701 

wvrw.orange.lafce.ca.gev 

714/834-2643 


95812 


916/445-5025 


90020- 

1975 




91302 




_ 





Rick Warsirtski 

Commtmity 

Development 

Director 

Buena Part 

CommwnRy Pevetopment Department 

714/562-3620 

6650 Beach Boulevard 

Buena Park 

CA 

Dennc Tarzuvgo 

Chief Pbnner 

Bell 

Pbnning Department 

323/588*6211 

6330 Pine Avenue 

Bell 

CA 

Bob Zamh 

City Pbnner 

City of Corimercc 

Pbnning Department 

323/722-4805 

x2337 

2535 Commerce Way 

Commerce 

CA 

loel Rosen 

Chief 

PuilerTon 

Devetepment Services Oepertment, Planning Oivnien 

714/738*6547 

303 West Commonweakh Avenue 

Fulerton 

CA 

lohn J. Di Mario 

Director 

La Miiada 

CommunRy Development Department 

562/943-Cl 31 

13^0 La Mirada Boulevard 

La Mrada 

CA 

Kurt Aivderson 

Director of 

Community 

DevefoorTrent 

Norwalk 

Communey Oevetopment Department, Panning 

562/929*5744 

12700 Norwalk Boulevard 

NorwaBc 

CA 

Jeff Braudman 

Director 

Pico Riven 

Communcy Oeveiepment Department. Panning Divsion 

562/801-4332 

6615 South Passons Boulevard 

Pico Rivera 

CA 

Robert Orom 

Director 

Santa Pe Springs 

Department of Pbnntng anc Development 

562^68-OSU 
x211 

U710 Telegraph Road 

Santa Fe Springs 

CA 

Kevfi Wilton 

Director of 

Community Sennees 

Vernon 

Pbnning Department 

213/583-8811 

4305 Santa Fe Avenue 

Vernon 

CA 

lamas Hard 

Diroctor 

Los Angles County 

Ocpaitment of Regional Planning 

213/974-6401 

370 West Temple Street, Room 1390 

Los Angeles 

CA 

Thomas Mathews 

Ptannsq Director 

Orange County 

Pbnning and Cbvebpment Services Department 

714/834-4643 

300 North flower 

Santa Ana 

CA 

Darrel lohnson 

Manager. Local and 
Capital Programs 

OCTA 

Pbnning, Deveopment and Commuter Services 

714/560-5343 

550 S. Main St. 

Orange 

CA 

Mark Pisano 

Ewcutrre Director 

Southern Caliomb Aasoebton 
of Governments (SCAGi 

Menber Jurtadidnns-. Los Angeles & Orange Counties 

213/238-1800 

P.O. Box 14184 

Los Angeles 

CA 

Larrr Cakmne 

Executne Officer 

Formatton Comminions 

Los Angeles 

818/254-2454 

Ora*>g«. CA 92863-1584 

Oendale 

CA 

Dana Smeh 

Exec utrre Officer 

LAPCO 

Orange County 

714/834*2556 

12 Chic Center Ptaza, Room 235 

Sarrta Ana 

CA 



Av Resources Board 


916/322*2990 

loot I Street / P.O. Sex 2815 

Sacramento 

CA 

loan Rupert 

laities Pbnner I 

County of Lea Arigebs 

Department of Parks a nd Recreaben 


43 3 South Vermont Avenue, 4thneor 

Lot Angeles 

CA 



Cal^ma Department of Parks 
and Recreaton 

LOS Angeles Oetrict 


1925 la Virgenes Road 

Cabbasas 

CA 



State Deoartment of Health 

Errvirenmeraal Management Branch 


1449 W. Temob Strto 

. 

fA 
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ZlPCate 

L WaBAddfaaa 


Helaa 



The Califomts Native Ptsnt 
Socetv 



4444 Longridge Avenue 

Sherman Oaks 

CA 

91423 






Citsefts For a Better 

EnvfDnmcnt 



971 N. La Cienega Boulevard 

Lob Anoeles 

CA 

90069 




taul Preeia 


County of Los Angefes 

County Sanesbon Oistnets 


P.O. Bos 4998 

Whitler 

CA 

90607- 

4998 






State Department of 
Conservatien 

Dmsen of Oil and Gas 


6401 Telephone Road 

Venture 

CA 

9XXI3 






Cal^mia Depatment of 
Transoortabon 

Envirenmentai Fterievi Section «Ostnct 7 


120 South Spring Street 1*A 

Les Angeles 

CA 

90012 






Los Angles City Department of 
Transpoitabon 

pAvKonmentnl Revtmw Section - Oistrct 7 


TOO N Spring Stmet 

LOS Anoeles 

CA 

90012 






Call^mia Department of 
Trafisaoitabon 'CaltransF 

Drstrrt 7 


100 South Maai Street 

LOS Anoeles 

CA 

90012 






Metrepoltan Water District 



P.O. Box 541S3 

LOS Angeles 

CA 

900S4 






Los Angeles City 

Department of Water and Power 


U1 N. Hope Street 

LOS Angelet 

CA 

90QS1- 

0100 






Pubic Ubfcbes Commission 



107 S. Broadway Street 

Los Angeles 

CA 







Sana Monica Mountains 
Conservancy 

SoKtoe Canyon Park 


3700 Solstice Canyon Road 

Maibu 

CA 

9026S 






Natenal Park Service 

Environmental Review 


22900 Ventura Bouleiard 

Woodland Hills 

CA 

91364 






Caiiorma Air Resources Board 



9S28 Telstar Avenue 

El Monte 

fA 

917h 






California Integrated Waste 
Managemert Board 

Pefiiittaig nnd Inspection Bunch, MS vlS 


8800 Cal Center Drive 

Sacramento 

LA 

9bS26 






Re^onal Water Quality Control 
Boo’d 



101 Centre Plata Drive 

Monterey ftrk 

CA 

917S4- 

a56 






Cal/omia Depo’tment of 
Conservabon 

Department of Conservation 

916/322-1080 

801K Street, 24th Reor 

Sacrarmtc 

CA 

95814 


916-445-0732 







PO R«, 04470^ _ 



94244- 























Envvpomental Prolccton 

AgeiKy 

CAL/EPA 

916/S54-U13 

P.O. Box 281$ 

Sacramento 

CA 

95814 


916-657-3355 





Caldoma 

Department of Parks and Recreaton 

916/653-6725 

P.O. Box 942S96 

Sacramento 

CA 

94296- 

0001 


916-324-3158 





Calfenia 

Department ofToxic Substances Central 

916/324-1826 

P.O. Box S06 

Sacramento 

CA 

^5812- 

0806 


916-653-7757 





Caldoma 

Department of Transportation (Caltrans} 

916/653-6SS7 

P.O. Box 942874, MS-127 

Sacramento 

CA 

94274 


916-6S3-S028 





Calffoma 

Deportment of Water Resources 

916/653-5791 

P.O. Box 942836 

Sacramento 

CA 

942836 


213-24l-e<62 



Ester Wong 

Assatant 

Supenniendent 

LAUSO 

Environmental HeaRi & Safety 

213/241-2460 

333 South Beaudry Avenue, 21st Recr 

LOS Angeles 

CA 

90017 







Department of Toxc Substances 
Contrel 

Environri’ental Rev«n 


lOU N. Grandvew Avenue 

Glerdale 

CA 

91201 







Metropolitan Trensportation 
Authontv 

Pbrmtng Dmslon 


One Gateway Plata 

LOS Angeles 

CA 

”96012- 

2932 







Moureans Recreation & 
Conservation Authority 

Environmental Revcw 


58;0 Ramirez Canyon Road 

Ha lieu 

CA 

90265 







Resource Corservabon Oistnct 
of the Santa Monica Mountains 

Environmental Review 


122N.Topanga Boulevard 

ToDsnoa 

CA 

90290 







Santa Monica Mourtains 
Conservancy 



57S0 Ramirex Canyon Road 

HaUbu 

CA 

90265 







Sierra Oub 

Support Services 


3435 Wibhire Boulevard, State 320 

Los Angeles 

CA 

90010 







Southern CaMemia Cdeon 
Cemeeny 

Environmental Renew 


800 West Cenega Avenue 

San Ovnas 

CA 

91773 







Caldomia Regional Water 

Ouaitv Control Bovd 

Lot Angeles Regen 


320 West 4lh Street, Suite 200 

Los Anoeles 

CA 

90013 







State Cleannghouse 



P.O . Box 3044 

Sacra iTKnto 

CA 

5Kil- 

3044 







Chef Admnistrebve Office 
Scratsgs Ptinntng Kenneth Hahr 
Man Adnimstrabon 

County 


500 W. Tempit Street, Room 726 

LOS Angeles 

CA 

90012 







Cey of Los Angeles 

Department of Public Works Bureau of Sanction 


433 S. Spmg Street, Suite 400 

Los Anoeles 

CA 

90013 
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C«unty of Los Angoles 

Depertment of Animal Cere and Control 


U2S8 S. Garfield Avenue 

Oovmey 

U 

90242 






County of Los Angeles 

Depertment of Beaches and Harbors 


13S37f^Way 

Mama Del Rev 

:a 

90292 






County of Los Angeles 

Public Ubrary 


7100 E. Impenat Hvry 

Oownev 

CA 

90241- 

7011 






County of Los Angeles 

Public Lbrery 


P O Bc» 7011 

Donney 

:a 

90211- 

7011 






County of Los Angeles 

Oepartmsnt of Public Woris. Gnvuonmental Programi 


900 Seirth Fremont Avenue 

Aiiambra 

:a 

91S03 






County of Los Angeles 

Dept of ftibic Works, Land Development Division 


900 South Fremont Avenue 

Alhambra 

:a 

91803 






County of Los Angeles 

Dept of ^bic Works, Geotechnical & Materials 
Engineering Orrtsion 


900 South Frcrront Avenue 

AKambra 

CA 

91803 






County of Los Angeles 

Dept of ^bBc Works, Traffic and Lighbng 


900 South Fremont Avenue 

Alumbea 

:a 

91803 






County of Los Angeles Are 
Deoartment 

Roreatry Ohiskin, Prevenben Biseau 


S822 Rckenbecker Road, Rm. 123 

Commefce 

:a 

90040 






County of Los Angeles Rre 
Deoartmeni 

Heath Hazardous Materials DivisionfSite Mibgaten 


S825 Rckenbecker Road 

Commerce 

:a 

90040 






County of los Angeles Health 
Servicaa 

Mountan, Rural Water, Sewage, end SubdivisiorB 
Proorsm 


SOSO Cotraneroe Drive, Room 115 

BaUwm Park 

CA 

91706- 

1423 






County of Los Angeles HuRh 
Services 

Enveon mental Planntng & Evaluation 


SOSO Commerce Drive, Room IIS 

Baldwin Park 

:a 

91706- 

1423 






County of los Angeles Heath 
Servicaa 

Sokd Waste Managerr«nt ProTams 


SOSO Commerce Drive, Room llS 

Bakhvtfi Park 

CA 

91706- 

1423 






County of Los Angeles Heath 
Services 

Enveen mental Hygiene 


SOSO Commerce Drive, Room 115 

Baldwin Park 

:a 

91706- 

1423 






County of Los Angeles Office of 
the Counts Counsel 

Hal of Admmbtretion Room 822 


SOO W. Temple Street 

los Anodes 

CA 

90012 






County of los Angeles Sheriff 
Deoartment 

Lancaster - Area f!Z 


SOI W. Lancaster Boulevard 

Lancaster 

CA 

93534 






County of Los Angeles Sheriff 











_ _ 

_ 



Deoartment 





CA 

90292 







Actinq Chief 

County of Los Angeles Sheriff 
Deoartment 



4700 Ramona Boulevard 

Monterey l^rk 

CA 

91754 





Mervin J. Dnon 


Dweernr of Faakoes 

Plannina 

Ceuftty of let Angeles Sheriff 
Deoartment 



1000 S. Femont Avenue Buldng 

EastfSth Hoar North 

Atiambra 

CA 

91803 





Mr.GaiYT.K.Ts 



County of los Angeles Sheriff 

Deoartment 

Office of Adminvstratrve Services 


4700 Ramona BoiAevard 

Monterev ^rk 

CA 

917S4 








CeunQi of lot Aitgelas Sheriff 

Deoartment 

Santa Oarta VaUey Area 1 Staton 


23740 W. Magic Mountain Parkway 

/alenca 

CA 

913S5 








County of los Angeles Sherrff 
Deoartment 

Palmdsle Station 


750 E. Avenue Q 

Palmdale 

CA 

935SO 






vabe 

Mp«m»or<Hh 

Drstnet 

County of Los Angeles 

Hal of Adminstratien Room 822 


SOO W. Temple Street 

i.as Anodes 

CA 

90012 





Honoieble Don K 

Melina 

bupervaor ith 

Dvstnd 

County of los Angeles 

Hal of Administration Room 8S6 


500 W. Temple Street 

Anqeles 

CA 

90012 





Honorable Gbns 

To. 

Mayor, Superveor 

Sth DiiOict 

Courtty of los Angeles 

Hal of Admimstration Room 869 


SOO W. Temple Street 

Los Anqefes 

CA 

90012 





Honorable MIchai 
Antenoveh 

- 

Supervisor 2nd 

Distrid 

Cbumy of los Angeles 

Hal of AdminatratiDn Room 866 


SOO W. Temple Street 

Los Anoeles 

CA 

90012 





Honorable Yvonn 
Brathwaite-Burke 

raajav^ 


County of Los Angeles 

Hal of Admmetralnn Room 821 


SOO W. Temple Street 

Los Anoeles 

CA 

90012 





Honarable Zev Ye 


Plannaig Deputy* 

Superveer 3rd 

Districi 

Courrty of Los Angetes 

Hal of Adminebabon Room 821 


SOO W. Temple Street 

jx Anoe^ 

CA 

90012 





Vivian Reccalve 



Los Angeles Couidy Canyon 
Lbrarv 



18601 Soledad Canyon Roed 

Sana Clarita 

CA 

91351 








Angeles Nabonal forest 



N Sena Anita Avenue 

Area da 

CA 

91006 








Bureau of Land Manaoemertt 



2800 Cottaoe War. Room W-1S34 

Sacramento 

CA 

95825 








Edwards Air Force Base 

hmcfxn 


One South Rosamond Boulevard 

Edwards Ar Force Base 

CA 

93524- 

1036 








Federal Aviation Administration 



P.O. Box 92007 

jx Anoeles 

CA 

90009 





Rom Jdum 



U.S. Deoartment of the Armv 

Loa Anotes Disthet Cores of Enoineers 


P.O. Box 532711 

jx AnoelK 

CA 

90053 








U.S. Department of the Interior 

Material Park Service Santa Monica Mountains Matonal 
Reaeation Area 


401 W.HUbrest Drive 

rhousand Oeks 

CA 

91360 
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Newspaper Notices / Articles 




Summary of Newspaper Advertisements 

Organization 

Run Date 

Notes 

1_A Times 

Run on 3/14 and 3/15 

Combo ad, ran twice due to edits made 
after their deadiine Pubiished again on 

3/15 with corrections. 

Rafu Shimpo 

Run on 3/15 

Combo ad, required 4 to 5 days notice. 

La Opinion 

Run on 3/15 

Combo ad. Required ad piacement two 
days prior to run date. 

LB Press Teiegram 

Run on 3/15 

LA/CC ad. 

OC Register 

Run on 3/15 

LA/CC ad. 

Eastern Group 
(commerce 
comet) 

Run on 3/15 

LA/CC ad. 

Daiiy Breeze 

Run on 3/15 

LA/CC ad. 

Whittier Daiiy News 

Run on 3/16 

LA/CC ad. 

LA Downtown News 

Run on 3/19 

Combo ad. Weekiy newspaper wiii run 
3/19. 

Exceisior 

Run on 3/23 

LA/CC ad. Weekiy pubiication, with one 
week notice prior to ad run date. 

LA Citizen (Arts District) 

Run on 3/25 

Combo ad. Monthiy pubiication. 
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Sacramento Bee 
May 5 , 2007 


Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger: State Must Build High-Speed 
Rail 

By Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger 

05/04/07 O; 4a-53 


As the recent Bay Area freeway collapse illustrated - and as a recent Bee editorial correctly 
pointed out - Californians need and deserve a diverse array of transportation options, I 
absolutely believe high-speed rail should be one of those alternatives. 

A network of high-speed rail lines connecting cities throughout California would be a tremendous 
benefit to our state. 

Not only would its construction bring economic development and the creation of hundreds of 
thousands of new jobs, but once completed, we would also see improvements to our air quality, 
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions, congestion relief on our highways and greater mobility 
for people living in the Valley and other areas of our state currently underserved by other forms of 
transportation. 

Yet it's been more than 10 years, and the state has already spent more than $40 million in initial 
planning for the rail line. But there is still no comprehensive and credible plan for financing the 
system so we can get construction under way. 

The High-Speed Rail Authority, the commission in charge of developing a plan for high speed rail 
in California, estimates the cost of building the system to be more than $40 billion. 

Yet so far, the only financing party identified with specificity is the state, which the Authority 
proposes float a $9.95 billion bond. The remaining 75% of the project cost, or more than $30 
billion, has yet to be identified with any specificity or confidence. 

Before asking taxpayers to approve spending nearly $10 billion plus interest, it is reasonable to 
expect the authority and its advisers to identify with confidence where we will find the remaining 
$30 billion. 

A perfect example of what I'm talking about is my $5.9 billion water infrastructure package. By 
using a public-private partnership approach, we've identified a plan that lays out exactly how we 
are going to pay for every piece of the proposal, from the reservoirs to the groundwater storage to 
fixing the Delta to our conservation efforts. 

For the reservoir portion, the estimated building cost is $4 billion. We've proposed $2 billion in 
general obligation bonds for the public portion and $2 billion in lease revenue bonds to be paid for 
by the water users themselves, i.e. water agencies, irrigation districts, cities, etc. And to ensure 
that this funding materializes, we are requiring that contracts be in place to pay for the lease 
revenue bonds before public dollars are spent on the projects. 

Identifying the exact funding sources for large transportation projects is more problematic, which 
is why we need the authority to come up with a well-thought out financing proposal before moving 
forward. 
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I want to commend the authority for its great progress so far in completing the necessary 
environmental studies and identifying future rights-of-way that we would need to acquire. 

Yet even the authority's executive director, Mehdi Morshed, says the longer the state waits to 
build a high-speed rail network, the more expensive it will get. I could not agree more. 

That's why I have directed my recent appointees to work with the authority and its financial 
advisers to develop a comprehensive plan for financing the project in its entirety, so we can make 
high-speed rail a reality in California once and for all. 

Last year, my administration increased funds for the authority to continue its work, and this year, 
my budget proposes additional funding. 

I am willing to explore multiple approaches in order to fund the balance and execute this project - 
whether through federal grants, local participation, vendor support, co-development opportunities, 
public-private partnerships or any other realistic financing plans in which the authority expresses 
confidence. 

I look forward to working with the authority and reviewing its proposal as soon as possible. 

But let me be clear: I strongly support high-speed rail for California, and especially for the San 
Joaquin Valley. Increasing the Valley's transportation options, especially after voters passed 
Proposition IB to repair Highway 99, would better serve the region's growing population and 
enhance the Valley's critical importance to our state's economy. 

The promise of high-speed rail is incredible. Looking forward to the kind of California we want to 
build 20 and 30 years from now, a network of ultra-fast rail lines whisking people from one end of 
the state to the other is a viable and important transportation alternative and would be a great 
benefit to us all. 

With a responsible plan in place, we can feel secure in delivering high-speed rail and bringing 
greater opportunity - and a brighter future - to all Californians. 

Arnold Schwarzenegger is the governor of California. 
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Newspaper Advertisements 


Paid advertisements in publications selected for their circulation and audience announced the three public 
scoping meetings. They were published in English and Spanish to accommodate the Spanish-speaking 
members of the impacted communities. 

• Daily News: published daily in Los Angeles County 

• The Commerce Comet is published weekly 

• Los Angeles Downtown News: a free, weekly publication distributed in the greater Los Angeles 
area ( March 14, 2007) 

• The Los Angeles Times {\Aarc\\ 14 and 15): circulated daily throughout the region and country. 

• Rafu Shimpo {Matdn 15): the nation's leading bilingual Japanese-American daily newspaper 

• Eastern Group (March 15) 

• La Opinion (March 15): the largest Spanish-language newspaper in the United States and is 
circulated daily throughout the region. 

• The Long Beach Press-Teiegramiy\avc\\ 15): a daily, local newspaper distributed throughout Los 
Angeles County. 

• Orange County Register 15): published daily and has the fourth-highest paid circulation 

in the state. 
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CAUFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL AUTHORrPT 
Media Release 


Release Date: 
March 2, 2007 


Contact: 

Kris Deutschman (916) 444-8801 


Significant Growth in Ridership and Twice the Revenue 
Projected for California’s High-Speed Train Network 

Sacramento — A new analysis of the projected ridership and revenue forecasts for the 
state’s proposed high-speed train system, presented today to the California High-Speed 
Rail Authority (CHSRA) Board, shows potential ridership in the range of 86 million to 
117 million per year and annual revenue of between $2.6 billion and $3.9 billion by the 
year 2030. 

Transportation and economic consulting firm Cambridge Systematics prepared the analysis 
for the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC). The revenue projections exceed 
the previous forecasts in the CHSRA’s 2000 Business Plan of up to 68 million passengers 
annually and up to $1.8 billion in annual revenue by 2020. 

The new projections represent a 72% -104% increase in annual ridership; and a 110% - 
170% increase in annual revenue. 

Some of the reasons for the increases are due to the inclusion of new factors in the 
modeling, including: long-distance commuters between regions; users from every region 
in the state; increasing costs of auto and air travel; and inclusion of the link to Orange 
County. 

Board members also viewed a state-of-the-art 3-D computer simulation video illustrating 
how high-speed trains will fit into California’s landscape and how the system will be 
integrated with existing transportation systems. 

The video simulation, produced by Newlands& Co., will be used in community and 
scoping meetings as a helpful tool for potential riders so that they may conceptualize 
the look, feel and impact of the system in their community. Area-specific computer 
simulations also will be developed for the engineering and construction analyses of the 
high-speed train’s alignment and design. 

The proposed high-speed train system will travel at speeds up to 220 mph from San 
Francisco and Sacramento in the north through the Central Valley to Los Angeles, 

Orange County and San Diego in the south. 


### 


925 L Street, Suite 1425 Sacramento, CA 95814 916.324.1541 fax 916.322.0827 

www.cahighspeedrail.cd.gov 
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CAUFORNIA 
HIGHSPEED RAIL 
AUTHOFOrr 


DRAFT PROJECT LEVEL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS 
PROPOSED CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL PROJECT 
LOS ANGELES TO ORANGE COUNTY SEGMENT 


NOTICES OF PREPARATION AND PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 


The California High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) and the 
Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) are releasing two Notices 
of Preparation (NOP) and Notices of Intent (NOI - published 
in the Federal Register) for the preparation of Draft Environ¬ 
mental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements 
(EIR/EIS) for Los Aingeles to Orange County and Los Angeles 
to Palmdale segments of the proposed California High-Speed 
Rail project. The Los Angeles to Orange County segment is 
proposed to travel along the existing Los Angeles-San Diego 
Rail corridor (LOSSAN) between Los Angeles' Union Station 
and the Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center 
with a potential stop in Norwalk. The proposed 
Los Angeles to Palmdale alignment will follow the existing 
Metrolink rail lines along San Fernando Road through Los 

Public Scoping Meetings 

(L.A. to Palmdale Segment) 

Wednesday, April 4, 2007 Tuesday, April 10, 2007 

Scoping Meeting: Scoping Meeting: 

3:00 - 5:00 p.m. 3:00 - 5:00 p.m. 

Scoping Meeting: Scoping Meeting: 

6:00 - 6:00 p.m. 6:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

Glendale Public Library Sylmar Park Recreation Center 

222 E. Harvard St. 13109 Borden Ave. 

Glendale, CA Sylmar, CA 

Thursday, April 12, 2007 Tuesday, April 17, 2007 

Scoping Meeting: Scoping Meeting: 

3:00 - 5:00 p.m. 3:00 - 5:00 p.m. 

Scoping Meeting: Scoping Meeting: 

6:00 - 8:00 p.m. 6:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

Palmdale City Hall LA River Centers Garden 

38300 Sierra Hwy. 570 W. Ave 26 

Palmdale, CA Los Angeles, CA 

For more information regarding these meetings, please call 
(877) 724-5422 or visit the proposed project’s website at 
www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov 


Angeles, Glendale, Burbank and San Fernando, before con¬ 
tinuing along Soledad Canyon Road through the Santa Clarita 
Mountains into Palmdale. The NOP/NOI for each segment is 
being publicly circulated for a period of 30 days beginning 
on March 15, 2007 and ending on April 27, 2007. All written 
comments must be submitted to Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy 
Director, California High-Speed Rail Authority, 925 L Street, 
Suite 1425, Sacramento, California 95814 no later than 5:00 
p.m. on April 27, 2007. The CHSRA and FRA are hosting 
public scoping meetings for the general public to receive 
public comment regarding the scope of the environmental 
analysis to be addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS documents. 

Join us to learn more about this proposed project and 
provide input into the environmental process. 

Public Scoping Meetings 

(L.A. to Orange County Segment) 

Wednesday April 11, 2007 Thursday, April 12, 2007 

Scoping Meeting: Scoping Meeting: 

3.00 - 5.00 p.m. 3:00 - 5:00 p.m. 

Scoping Meeting: Scoping Meeting: 

6:00 - 8:00 p.m. 6:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

Anaheim City Hall West Norwalk Arts and Sports 

Gordon Hoyt Complex 

Conference Room Multi-Purpose Room 

201 South Anaheim Boulevard 13000 Clarkdale Avenue 
Anaheim, CA Norwalk, CA 

Public Scoping Meetings 

(Both Segments) 

Thursday, April 5, 2007 

Scoping Meeting: 

3:00 - 5:00 p.m. 

Scoping Meeting: 

6:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

LA County Metro 
Board Room 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 







CAUFOftNIA 
HKSHSPEED RAIL 
AUTMORmr 


BORRADOR DEL REPORTE DE IMPACTO AMBIENTALy 
DECLARACI 6 N DE IMPACTO AMBIENTAL 
PROYECTO PROPUESTO DE SERVICIO DETREN DEALTA 
VELOCIDAD ALINEACI 6 NES DE LOS ANGELES AL 
CONDADO DE ORANGE Y DE LOS ANGELES A PALMDALE 


AVISOS DE PREPARACION Y REUNIONES DE AMBITO 


La Autoridad Ferroviaria de Irenes De Alta Velocidad de Cali¬ 
fornia (CHSRA, por sus siglas en ingles) y la Administracion 
Federal del Ferrocarril (FRA) ha distribuido un Aviso de Pre- 
paracion (NOP) y un Aviso de Intento (NOI - publicado en el 
Federal Register) para la preparacion de dos Borradores de 
Reports de Impacto Ambiental/Declaracion de Impacto Am- 
blental (EIR/EIS) para el proyecto propuesto de desarrollar un 
sistema de tren de alta velocidad en California. Un Borrador 
EIR/EIS estudia la alineacidn (o ruta) ferroviaria entre la Ciudad 
de Los Angeles y el Condado de Orange que propone cor- 
rer a lo largo de la ruta de ferrocarril actual Los Angeles-San 
Diego (LOSSAN) entre la estacion de tren Union Station en el 
Centro de Los /\ngeles y el Centro Regional de Transportacion 
Intermodal de Anaheim (ARTIC), con una possible parada en 
Norwalk, El segundo Borrador estudia la alineacion entre Los 
Angeles y Palmdale que propone seguir la linea ferroviaria de 
Metrolink sobre San Fernando Road en las cuidades de Los 


Angeles, Glendale, Burbank y San Fernando, antes de con- 
tinuar a lo largo de Soledad Canyon Road por las montahas 
de Santa Clarita hasta Palmdale. Se aceptaran comentarios 
sobre el NOP/NOI para cada alineacidn durante los proximos 
30 dias empezando el 15 de marzo del 2007 hasta el 27 de 
abril del 2007. Comentarios deberan ser dirigidos al Sr. Dan 
Leavitt, Deputy Director, California High-Speed Rail Authority, 
925 L Street, Suite 1425, Sacramento, Caiifornia 95814 antes 
de las 5:00 p.m. el 27 de abril del 2007. Las agendas CHSRA 
y FRA estaran presentando reuniones de ambito para recibir 
comentarios del pOblico sobre temas que seran examinados y 
considerados como parte del analisis ambiental en la prepara- 
ddn de los Borradores EIFl/EIS. 

Acompanenos para informarsey proveer comentarios sobre el 
estudio ambiental de este proyecto. 


Reuniones De Ambito 

(Alineaci6n de L.A. to Palmdale) 


Reuniones De Ambitio Reuniones De Ambito 

(Alineacidn de L.A, to O.C.) (Dos Alineacidnes) 


miercoles, 4 de abril de 2007 

Reunidn de Ambito 
6p.m. -8 p.m. 

Glendale Public Library 
222 E. Harvard St. 

Glendale, CA 

martes, 10 de abril de 2007 

Reunidn de Ambito 
6 p.m. - 8 p.m. 

Sylmar Park Recreation Center 
13109 Borden Ave. 

Sylmar, CA 


jueves, 12 de abril de 2007 

Reunidn de Ambito 
6p.m. -8p.m. 

Palmdale City Hall 
38300 Siema Hwy. 

Palmdale, CA 


miercoles, 11 de abril de 2007 

Reunidn de Ambito 
6 p.m.-8 p.m. 

Anaheim City Hall West 
Gordon Hoyt 
Conference Room 
201 South Anaheim Boulevard 
Anaheim, CA 

jueves, 12 de abril de 2007 

Reunidn de Ambito 
6p.m. -8 p.m. 

Norwalk Arts and Sports Complex 
Multi-Purpose Room 
13000 Clarkdale Avenue 
Norwalk, CA 


jueves, 5 de abril de 2007 

Reunidn de Ambito 
6 p.m.-8 p.m. 

LA County Metro 
Board Room 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 


Para mas informacion acerca 
de estas reuniones, favor de 
llamar al (877) 724-5422 o 
visite la pagina de internet del 
propuesto proyecto al 
www.cahighspeediail.ca.gov 
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L.A. Daily News 
April 8, 2007 

High-speed rail plan back on track for 700-mile route 

BY HARRISON SHEPPARD and SUE DOYLE, Staff Writers 
LA Daily News 


SACRAMENTO - Supporters of a $40 billion high-speed rail line in California are revitalizing their 
decade-long battle for a 700-mile route that could help relieve the state's jammed freeways. 

The plan for the transit corridor has languished for years, unable to overcome weak political support 
and strong criticism of its hefty pricetag. 

But last week's record-breaking run by a French TGV train that hit 357mph has revived interest in the 
route that could whisk passengers between LosAngeles and San Francisco in less than three hours. 

"I think this is the future for California," said Assemblywoman Fiona Ma, D-San Francisco, one of 
several state lawmakers who traveled to France to witness the speed record. 

"I think people are sick and tired of long commutes, tired of not knowing whether their piane is going 
to come in on time, tired of the high cost of gas and airline tickets," Ma said in a phone interview, 
shortly after riding on the record-breaking French train. 

"I think Caiifornians are frustrated with all that. High-speed rail, to me, is the solution." 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority is set to hold public meetings in Los Angeles this month on a 
proposed Southern California route that promises 27-minute rides between Union Station and 
Palmdale. 

And California voters next year could be asked to vote on a bond measure that would provide about 
$10billion to build a statewide high-speed rail system. 

Still, the plan faces significant challenges. 

"I think it's a ridiculous boondoggle," said Robert Poole, director of transportation studies at the 
Reason Foundation in Los Angeles. 

"The entire huge cost of building the system would be paid for by the taxpayers of California. That's 
true of no other large-scale infrastructure. If we build another north-south highway, it would be paid 
for by gas tax and tolls. ... It makes no sense to me whatsoever from the taxpayer or traveler 
standpoint." 

Poole thinks the Rail Authority is being overly optimist in projecting ridership of lOOmillion by 2030 
and operating revenue of $lbillion a year, 
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Californians, he said, prefer driving their cars regardless of traffic, and airlines already offer quick 
north-south routes at a reasonable price. 


Slashing the budget 

Meanwhile, Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger has proposed slashing the Rail Authority's budget next year 
to just $1.2million - down more than $13million from this year's level. 

Kicked off the ballot in 2004 because of the state's shaky economy, funding for the train was bumped 
off again in 2006 when lawmakers instead pushed for billions of dollars in bonds to fund freeway 
improvements. 

Now, Schwarzenegger wants to postpone the ballot measure for a third time, instead proposing more 
borrowing for prisons, schools, courts and natural resources. 

Schwarzenegger spokeswoman Sabrina Lockhart said the state does not have the bonding capacity to 
include high-speed rail. 

The proposal has a history of stops and starts after an initial private effort in the early 1980s was 
abandoned for lack of funding. 

After riding high-speed rails overseas, former state Sen. Quentin Kopp in 1994 introduced a bill to 
establish a commission to study the state's need for the supercharged rail system. That gave birth to 
the California High-Speed Rail Authority. The state agency has struggled for political support ever 
since. 

The current route plan would zip passengers between San Diego and Sacramento at speeds up to 
220mph, with stops and extensions throughout the Inland Empire, Orange County, Los Angeles 
County, Central California and the Bay Area. 

Cheaper than planes 

In Los Angeles, stops would include Union Station, Sylmar, Burbank and Palmdale Airport. 

A trip from Union Station to San Francisco is estimated to cost about $70, about 70percent of the 
airfare, said Mehdi Morshed, executive director of the rail agency. 

Unlike conventional trains that run on diesel, high-speed trains run on electricity that's continuously 
fed through overhead electrical lines and on specially built tracks. The state agency wants to run it off 
existing power grids. 

Trains could carry up to 800 passengers, and the agency is now homing in on where it wants to lay 
the tracks where an estimated 100 trains a day could run. 

Attendance was sparse at two recent public meetings for the rail system at the Glendale Public 
Library. With a tight budget, the state agency has little money for publicity so the few meeting 
attendees were mainly high-speed rail groupies. 
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"I can't wait for it to happen," said 73-year-old Vic Scheffer, who has followed the rail line's 
tribulations for the past four years. "Anything on wheels and rails. I'm excited about." 


Some tout highways 

But critics contend the project is not a good investment for the state. 

Norm King, director of the Leonard Transportation Center at Cal State San Bernardino, said there is no 
assurance the system would draw private investors, averting the need for taxpayer subsidies. 

"If we want to transfer people who are now paying their own money to take a trip from L.A. to San 
Francisco to be heavily subsidized by the taxpayer, I guess it is a good thing," King said. 

King said money would be better invested in highway projects because roads would create more 
congestion relief to residents than a high-speed rail could ever provide. 

Kopp said it's a misconception to think that a high-speed rail would need subsidies. He said private 
money will come after investors see the reality of the project, which will arrive when voters approve a 
bond. He cited successful high-speed rails in Japan and France. 

"They are money-makers," said Kopp, board chairman for the state agency. "They are run privately." 

Pointing to China, Argentina, South Korea and Taiwan - countries where high-speed rails run or are 
being built - Kopp said America's resistance to the innovative system is keeping it behind the times 
with transportation. 

State Sen. George Runner, R-Lancaster, whose district would include the potential line's station in 
Palmdale, said the high-speed rail would boost economic development in the region, particularly the 
long-sought expansion of Palmdale Airport. 

But he also warns the current plan may be too expensive and ambitious. 

Runner said he would prefer to see shorter regional lines financed with bonds that are repaid with 
revenue from fares. 

"I'm certainly supportive of the concept and the issue of high-speed rail," Runner said. "The hurdles 
we have before us right now are the expense, and I think we're adrift in terms of what the strategy 
is." 


Ultimately, whether the plan can surmount current challenges will depend on the economy during the 
next two years and whether opponents and competitors emerge, said Bob Stern, president of the 
Center for Governmental Studies, a Los Angeles-based nonpartisan research organization. 

"If there is no other competition, the economy is OK, and a lot of money is spent educating the 
voters, then I think it has a chance," Stern said. 


Page C-18 



harrison.sheppard@dailynews.com 


(916)446-6723 

Public meetings 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority has scheduled public meetings on the high-speed rail 
proposal. The sessions all will be held 3 to 5 p.m. and 6 to 8 p.m.: 

Tuesday, Sylmar Recreation Center, 13109 Borden Ave. 

Thursday, Palmdale City Hall, 38300 N. Sierra Highway. 

April 17, Los Angeles River Center & Gardens (Atrium), 570W. Ave. 26, Los Angeles. 

For more information, go to www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov 
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Los Angeles Times 
Editorials 
May 2, 2007 

Believe in the Bullet Train 


Even though it's a gamble, high-speed rail would help California cope with its transportation 
problems. 

rrs TEMPTING to write off California's bullet-train enthusiasts as overgrown kids begging Mom 
and Dad for cash to build the world's coolest train set; only in this case. Mom and Dad are the 
taxpayers, and the set would cost at least $40 billion. And yet what looks today like an overpriced 
toy might someday become one of the state's best weapons for fighting gridlock and pollution. 

Rail boosters and transit realists have been butting heads for more than a decade over plans for 
a bullet train from Sacramento to San Diego, a 200-mph electric-powered rocket that could go 
from Los Angeles to San Francisco in 2 1/2 hours. Plans to put the train project before voters 
have been put off twice, and if Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger gets his way, a ballot measure 
planned for November 2008 might once again be deferred. 

The governor also wants to slash funding to $1 million for the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority, which says it needs $103 million next fiscal year to keep the project on track. 

The project would represent a huge gamble for state taxpayers. Even assuming that planners are 
right about the total price tag - a big assumption given variables such as the price of land - there 
are no guarantees that all the money can be raised or that rosy projections about the line's 
ridership and revenue would be met. 

The rail authority wants to ask voters to approve $9.95 billion in bonds next year. Backers say 
the rest of the money would come from private investors, the federal government and other local 
sources. But it's possible that investors would shun such a risky project or that the federal money 
wouldn't materialize. California could conceivably be stuck with a partly built train to nowhere for 
years or decades. And there are serious questions about whether a high-speed train is such a 
high priority at a time when the state is already groaning under a perilous debt load and still has 
many infrastructure needs unfunded. 

Yet critics who reject the train as a boondoggle base their arguments on the past, not the future. 
It's true that long-distance rail systems in this country attract anemic ridership and usually 
require bottomless taxpayer subsidies. But the unattractive economics of train travel won't 
necessarily remain that way forever. 

By 2020, the projected completion date for the bullet train, gas will likely be a lot more 
expensive. State and federal governments by that time should be well underway in cutting back 
sharply on greenhouse gas emissions, probably translated into increased costs for flying or 
driving. (The bullet train would be emissions-free.) Train service, particularly the kind that could 
compete with airline travel on convenience, could be far more economically competitive than it is 
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The rail authority is in the midst of preliminary engineering and environmental work that may 
need to be started over from scratch if funding is pulled next year. It may not need all of the 
requested $103 million, but that doesn't justify cutting the project off at the ankles. 

Voters should get the chance to decide once and for all whether they want their tax dollars tied 
to the tracks. 
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Orange County Register 
April 6 , 2007 


High-Speed Train Inches Ahead 

Segment of a $40 Billion, 700-Mile Route through the County Will 
Undergo Study. 

By ELLYN PAK 

The Orange County Register 

A state rail agency this week began moving forward on an extensive study for a high-speed train 
route that would whisk commuters between Anaheim and Los Angeles. 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority is leading the charge for the $21 million analysis to 
examine the Orange County-to-Los Angeles segment of a $40 billion, 700-mile system that would 
eventually stretch from the Bay Area to San Diego. 

"It really goes into the deeper level of environmental analysis," Darrell Johnson, Orange County 
Transportation Authority's director of transit project delivery, said of the next round of studies 
that will last about three years. 



In addition, the rail authority is looking to 
study other segments of the system, 
including one that could connect Los 
Angeles to Palmdale and another linking 
the central part of the state to the Bay 
Area. 


Officials envision a system that would 
move commuters from Anaheim to Los 
Angeles in 20 minutes. Meetings are 
being held to gather public input. 


Last September, transportation officials in 
Orange County agreed to contribute $7 
million to the study that would include 
considering right-of-way requirements 
and noise issues. The rail authority is 
funding the rest. 


ill* 


wS ^ . 


HIGH-SPEED: A French high-speed train, with a 

souped-up engine and wheels, breaks the world 

speed record near Grigny, eastern France, 

Tuesday, reaching 574.8 kph (357.2 mph). 

The Associated Press 



The city of Anaheim is already preparing 
to be a pit stop for the high-speed train and hopes to integrate the service into a full-scale transit 
hub that would be built by 2010. 


The transit hub would bring bus and different rail services together at one location. Anaheim's 
current Metrolink and Amtrak station would move from Angel Stadium's parking lot the site. 
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The Orange County-tD-Los Angeles leg would cost $1.5 billion and go alongside the Metrolink 
tracks, said Dan Leavitt, deputy director of the rail authority. 


• Union Station 

* 

LOS 
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Proposed 
High-speed 
rail line 
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Source: CHRA 


Anaheim 

ORANGE 

COUNTY 

aoT 

The Register 


3-5 p.m., 6-8 p.m. Wednesday, 
City Hall West, 201 S. Anaheim 
Blvd., Anaheim 


3-5 p.m., 6-8 p.m. Thursdayj Arts 
a Sports Complex Community 
Meeting Center, Norwalk 
Transportation Center, 13200 
Clark dale Ave., Norwalk 


Anaheim Mayor Curt Pringle, a rail authority board 
member, said Anaheim is a convenient and central point 
for commuters who wish to shuttle between different 
counties. 

Officials said the high-speed train service would be 
financed through state funds - though a plan to place a 
bond measure onto the 2008 balbt was recently 
delayed, pushing the tentative schedule back. 

"I'd really like to see if there are private-sector options," 
Pringle said of possible funding sources. 

Contact the v/riter: 714-704-3788 or 

epak@octeQ ister.com 
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CALIFORNIA 
HIGH-SPEED RAIL 
AUTHORITY 


SCOPING MEETING 


Welcome... 

The purpose of tonight’s scoping meeting is to provide you with an opportunity to learn about the 
California High-Speed Rail Authority’s (CHSRA) project-segment between Los Angeles (Union Station) 
and Orange County (Anaheim), with potential stops in Norwalk and Anaheim, as well as to provide your 
feedback on areas of concern or focus as it pertains to the Environmental Impact Report / Statement. 

Your comments and ideas are important to us, so please visit the Comment Station to provide us your 
feedback! 

Tonight’s schedule 

6:00 - 6:45 p.m. Open House (Visit information stations and speak with project staff) 

6:45 - 7:20 p.m. Presentation 

7:20 - 8:00 p.m. Open House/Public Comments 

Stations 


Welcome/Sign-ln 
High-Speed Rail in California 
High-Speed Rail - Los Angeles to Orange County 
Y Environmental Issues 
Your Comments 


Comment sheets are available at the Comment Station. Please fill out a com ment sheet. _Completed 
forms may be handed to any staff member, deposited in the comment box, or mailed to the address listed 
below. You may also provide your feedback to our recorder. 

To submit completed comment sheets, mail to: For more information: 

Mr. Dan Leavitt 

Deputy Director wvwv.cahiahspeedrail.ca.gov 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Thank you for coming! 
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CALIFORNIA 

Without tvot loaving tho ground 


LOS ANGELES to ORANGE COUNTY 
HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS 


The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) in cooperation with the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) certified its 
Final Program Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) in 2005 for a high-speed train 
(HST) system in California. The Authority and FRA are now preparing a Project-level EIR/EIS to evaluate the environmental 
effects of constructing and operating a HST between Los Angeles (Union Station) and Orange County (Anaheim Regional 
Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]), along the LOSSAN corridor. 

To ensure that the environmental issues most important 
to residents, public agencies and other involved parties 
are addressed in the Project-level EIR/EIS, the Authority 
is inviting your participation during this process. Your 
participation and comments will help define the 
environmental issues to be addressed in the Project- 
level EIR/EIS. 


Additional information about the HST project is available 
at the Authority's website: www.cahiahspeedrail.ca.aov . 


PURPOSE OF THE STATEWIDE SYSTEM 


• Over 700 miles - Connects Southern / Northern 
California 

• Provides a reliable alternative mode of travel 

• Delivers predictable and consistent travel times 

• Provides transit interface with: 

- Commercial airports 

- Mass transit systems 

- Existing highway network 

• Relieves capacity constraints of current systems 



CPos^iflkngeles- 
Union Station 


Wo&t Covina 


11 Minutes 


Norwalk — j- 


'Fullerton 


20 Minutes 


(Anaheim 


Santa Ana** 


Huntington 
.-•* Beach 


Irvine 



NEED FOR THE STATEWIDE SYSTEM 


• Provides for Projected Statewide Population Growth 

• Current Capacity Constraints: 

- Unreliability of travel 

- Congestion and delays 

- Weather conditions 

- Accidents 

• Increased Frequency of: 

- Accidents on highways 

- Delays on passenger rail lines 

• Provides an Alternative Transport Option to meet: 

- Increased highway travel demand 

- Increased demand at major airports 

- Increased demand for existing transit modes 

- Increased passenger demand for rail 

• Improves air quality 

• Reduces Pressure on Existing Natural Resources 

- Avoids highway and airport expansions 
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WHY A PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS? 


CONTACT INFORMATION 


• Tiers from an approved statewide program EIR/EIS 

• Addresses State/federal environmental requirements 

• Considers environmental impacts at a site-specific level of 
detail 

• Evaluates the corridor alignment selected in Program 
EIR/EIS 

• Analyzes various project alternatives 

(including numerous local grade separation projects) 

• _ Prnvidpt; fnr thrpp Transit Hiiht; / I ntprmndal rpntprt; at- 







California High-Speed Rail Authority 
Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Telephone: (916) 322-1397 
Fax: (916) 322-0827 
Email: comments@hsr.ca.aov 
www.cahiahspeedrail.ca.aov 

Federal Railroad A dministration 
David Valenstein, Environmental Program Manager 
1120 Vermont Avenue (Mail Stop 20) 
Washington, DC 20590 
Telephone: (202) 493-6368 
www.fra.dot.aov 


QUESTIONS? 


• Call the California High-Speed Rail Authority at (877) 724- 
5422 


ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES TO BE ANALYZED 


• Air Quality 

• Noise/Vibration 

• Traffic and Circulation 

• Land Use, Development, Planning, & Growth 

• Biological Resources—Section 7 

• Wetlands/Waters of the U.S.—Section 404 

• Community I mpacts / Environmental j ustice 

• Parks and Recreational Facilities—Section 4(f) 

• Historic/Archeological Resources—Section 106 

• Construction Impacts 

• Cumulative Impacts 

• Visual Quality & Aesthetics 

• Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

• Agricultural Land 
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cPOR QUE UN EIR/EIS A NIVEL DE PROYECTO? 


' Sigue el EIR/EIS a nivel de programa aprobado para el Estado de 
California 

’ Responde a los requisites amblentales del Estado y del goblerno Federal 

’ Anallza los Impactos amblentales especificos al sitio 

’ Evalua la ruta elegida en el EIR/EIS a nivel de programa con mas detalle 

’ Anallza varlas alternativas (Incluyendo el edificar varies cruces separados 
entre trenes y vehiculos) 

’ Provee tres Centrales de Transito en: Union Station, Norwalk, Anaheim (y 



PARA MAS INFORMACION 


California High-Speed Rail Authority 
Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Teiefono: (916) 322-1397 
Fax: (916) 322-0827 
Emaii: comments@hsr.ca.aov 
www.cahiahspeedraii.ca.aov 

Federal Railroad Administration 
David Vaienstein, Environmentai Program Manager 
1120 Vermont Avenue (Maii Stop 20) 
Washington, DC 20590 
Teiefono: (202) 493-6368 


iPREGUNTAS? 


Llame la Autoridad Ferroviaria de Alta Velocidad de 
California al (877) 724-5422 


ASUNTOS AMBIENTALES QUE SERAN ANALIZADOS 


Caiidad de Aire 
Ruido/Vibracion 
Trafico y Circuiacion 

Uso Terrenai, Desarroiio, Pianificacion, y Crecimiento 
Recursos Bioiogicos 

Tierras Humedas/Aguas Marinas de EE.UU. 

I mpactos Comunitarios/J usticia Ambientai 
Parques y Facuitades de Recreacion 
Recursos Historicos/Arqueoiogicos 
Impactos de Construccion 
I mpactos Cumuiativos 
Caiidad Visuai y Estetica 
Peiigros y Materiaies Peiigrosos 
Tierra Agricuitura 

Caiidad de Agua, Peiigros de I nundacion y Terreno 


Notice of Preparation / Notice of I ntent (NOP/ NOI) 


Scoping (Public and Agency) 


Engineering and Environmental Studies 


Draft Environmental I mpact Report / Statement (El R/ El S) 


Public Circulation / Comment 


ll 


Final EIR/EIS 


Notice of Determination / Record of Decision (NOD/ ROD) 
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SCOPING 

MEETING 


Los Angeles to Orange County 
High-Speed Train Project-level EIR/EIS 



U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 
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Scoping Objectives 


SCOPING PROCESS 


- Identify Affected Public / Agency Concerns 

- Addresses Environmental Impacts and Mitigation 

- Outlines the Key Steps in the Environmental Process 


Comment Period : March 15, 2007 - April 24, 2007 

- Receive Written Comments 

- Web-Based Commenting (Send to: comments@hsr.ca.aov) 


- Develop Scoping Report 



U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 
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700+ miles 


• Connects Southern and 
Northern California 


- Service to: 

• Los Angeles 

• Orange County 

• Inland Empire 

• San Diego 

• Central Valley 

• San Francisco Bay 
Area 

• Sacramento 


• San Francisco to Los 
Angeles: about 2.5 Mrs. 



U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 



STATEWIDE PROGRAM EIR/EIS 
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LEAD AGENCIES 



STATE 

• California High-Speed Rail Authority 

- California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Lead Agency 


FEDERAL 

• Federal Railroad Administration 

- National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
Lead Agency 



U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 
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HI6H-SPEED TRAINS - TECHNOIOGY 


rr. 


• State-of-the-art System 

• Electric-powered 

- Steel-wheel-on-steel-rail 




• Fully Grade Separated 

- No vehicles/No pedestrians 


• Double tracked with offline stations 

allowing for express service iGemany- icE 

• Proven reliable/safe technology ^ 

- Operational throughout Europe and Asia 

• Maximum speed of 200+ mph m 

jmar^Shinkanser, 




U.S. Department 
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Federal Railroad' 
Administration 
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^l:os‘iAngeles| 
Union Station 


V/est Covina 


Pomona 


Picbrij^ 

RivemJA 


11 Minutes 


Norwalk 


Buena 


20 Minutes 


Anaheim 


Long|BfaoK; 


.Orange 


Santa Ana' 


Huntington 
/Beach — 


Irving b 


Union Station 
to 

Norwalk 


11 minutes 


Union Station 
to 

Anaheim 


20 minutes 


UNION STATION TO ANAHEIM 
STUDY AREA a EXPRESS TRAVEl TIMES 



U.S. Department 
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WHY A PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EISP 




Tiers from an approved statewide program EIR/EIS 
Addresses State/federal environmental requirements 

Considers environmental impacts at a site-specific level of 
detail 


• Evaluates the corridor alignment selected in the Program 
EIR/EIS 

• Analyzes various project alternatives 


(including numerous local grade separation projects) 

• Provides for Transit Hubs / Intermodal Centers at: 

- Union Station, Norwalk, Anaheim (Irvine - future) 



U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 
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TOPICAL ISSUES TO BE 
ANALYZED IN THE EIR/EIS INCLUDE: 




Air Quality 
Noise/Vibration 
Traffic and Circulation 

Land Use, Development, Planning, & Growth 

Biological Resources—Section 7 or Section 10, 2081 Permit 

Wetlands/Waters of the United States—Sections 401 8i 404, 1600 

Community Impacts / Environmental Justice 

Parks and Recreational Facilities-Section 4(f) 

Historic/Archeological Resources—Section 106 

Construction Impacts 

Cumulative Impacts 

Visual Quality & Aesthetics 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Agricultural Land 

Flood Hazards, Floodplains, and Water Quality 


Q 


U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 
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PROJECT AITERNATIVES 
TO RE DISCUSSED IN EIR/EIS 


• No-Build/No-Project Alternative 

- No Major Capacity Enhancement 

- Implement Funded Improvements Only 

• High-Speed Train Aiternatives 

• Statewide HST Alternative (Linking Entire 
System) 

• HST Alignment and Station Options 

• Provides for Local Grade Separations 

• Transit Hubs/Intermodai Faciiities at: 

Union Station / Norwalk / Anaheim 




U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 
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KEY HIGH-SPEED TRAIN ISSUES 



Accessibility of Stations from Local Communities 

Connectivity with Other Modes of Travel 

Constructability of the HST System 

Power Supply / Energy Requirements 

Right-of-Way Constraints 

Safety and Security 

Station Development 


O 


U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 
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PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS 
EVENTUAL OUTCOME P 


• Authority/FRA - Approves Project-level 
CEQA/NEPA Documentation 

• Provides for a Precise Corridor Alignment 

• Provides for Several Stations to be Developed 

• Identifies Corridor/Right-of-Way Requirements 

• Supports Local Community Land Planning 

• Avoids/Reduces/Mitigates Environmental 
Impacts 



Q 


U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 
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PRELIMINARY PROJECT SCHEDULE 2007 - 2009 

Los Angeles - Orange Countv 
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CONTACT INFORMATION 



California High-Speed Rail Authority 

925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


Dan Leavitt/ Deputy Director 

Email: dleavitt@hsr.ca.aov 
Telephone (916) 322-1397 
Fax (916) 322-0827 


www.cahiahsDeedrail.ca.aov 

Email: comments@hsr.ca .qov 



U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 
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Scoping Comment Cards 
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CALIFORNIA 
HIGH-SPEED RAIL 
AUTHORITY 

do CPG 

626Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1000 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 


Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


Page F-1 





Thank you for attending today’s meeting* The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISsj.The scoping process also helps to identify project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 


Name folease orinO: 

City; 


Title fif applicable): 

Phone: 

Fax: 

Orsanization/Business Of applicable): 

E-mail: 


Address: 

Meetin? Date: 

Meeting Location: 

□ Yes, 1 would like to be added to your 

mailing list to receive newslett^s, information mailings, and meeting notices. 



Zip:. 


Please circle the corridor(s) that pertain to you: (Los Angeles - Orange County) (Los Angeles - Palmdale) 


Please complete the following questions in as much detail as possible, based on today’s presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


I. Please list the enviromental Issues that you are concerned with and would like to see addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim ReglonalTransportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level BR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 


2. Please list the environmental issues that you are concerned with and would like to see addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Palmdale Project-Level EIR/BS. Please be as specific as possible. 


3. What other issues would you like the Project-Level EIR/EIS to address? 


4. Additional Comments: 


Thank you for your participation in this important process. Please leave your form 
at the sign-in table or mail it to us as soon as possible in order to ensure that your 
comments are included in our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Appendix - G 
Written Public Scoping Comments 




Written Comments Received at or After the Scoping Meeting 

Heid at the 
City of Anaheim 


Page G-1 



Page G-2 



City of Anaheim 
Creating a Transit Vision 


COMMENTS 


Please answer the following questions and also feel free to write additional comments, concerns, questions, or 
suggestions. Please return this sheet to the comment box, any staff member, or mail to: CPG, 17744 Skypark Circle, 
Irvine, CA 92614. 



What is your transit vision? y 7/7,^// / t ^ / 


2. What activity centers or places should the transit system connect? (i.e. ARTIC to Disneyland Resort, etc.) 

(XU~pc^fj ^ 


3. What particular transit technologies would you prefer to use in Anaheim? 


^0^'^bat'i.fylo (AJm cmr€M Of 




4. Please feel free to use the map located on the back of this comment sheet to indicate your thoughts for transit corridors 
and technologies for Anaheim. 



If you would like us to respond to your comments or questions, please fill out the contact information below. 

Name_ / '/iQQY) _ 


Organization/Company (if any)_ 

Rcq (SraJ4Al<2y 


Address 












City of Anaheim 
Creating a Transit Vision 


COMMENTS 


Please answer the following questions and also feel free to write additional comments, concerns, questions, or 
suggestions. Please return this sheet to the comment box, any staff member, or mail to: CPG, 17744 Skypark Circle, 
Irvine, CA 92614. 



1. What is your transit vision? 






2. What activity centers or places should the transit system connect? (i.e. ARTIC to Disneyland Resort, etc.) 

3 . What particular transit technologies would you prefer to use in Anaheim? 


■< 1/1 


4. Please feel free to use the map located on the back of this comment sheet to indicate your thoughts for transit corridors 
and technologies for Anaheim. 




... ' 

a / /3 Ji 


Additional comments 


yyU V/ 














CALIFORNIA 
HIGH-SPEED RAIL 
AUTHORITY 


Scoping Period Comment Form 



Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping process also helps to identify project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 


Name (please print): 


■.SL tO- Rja. fn S 


Tide (if applicable): 

Organization/Business (if applicable): 

Address: H /y _ 


City: /4^ 


. State: ^ U 


Phone: 4?/? Fax: ^/S’ 

I E-mail: lO iJ fc « 

Meeting Date:_ 


e: i 


_ Meeting Location: 


Yes, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


Please complete the following questions In as much detail as possible, based on today’s presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


I. Please list the enviromental Issues that you are concerned with and would like to see addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intcrmodal Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 


2. What odier issues would you like the Project-Level EIR/EIS to address? 


3. Additional Comments: 

“T^e iJijIf / ^ysTefn / 

LJOc)}^ mnoiT hj^ly . 


S £7P'<S’c/a^« 77^*^ Je-.? 

Li^c. uoool^^ /jovWrvtlr- h>v ^ 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting* The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping process also helps to identify project Impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 


Name (please print): 
Title (if applicable): 


int): 


City: 


. Ptaceudi 


0^ 


Organization/Business (If ^plicable): _ 

Address: 


Phone:^ 

E-mail: 


IN F.. 


State: 


. Oi . .. fa? 7 0 


Meeting Date; 


M-H-Ol Meeting Location; /^nah^Lfh 



^ Yes, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


Please complete the following questions In as much detail as possible, based on today’s presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


I. Please list the enviromcntal issues that you are concerned with and would like to sec addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Iniermodal Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 





^ QNr(^icd(^ _ ole 



2. What other issues would you like the Project-Level EIR/EIS to address? 



3. Additional Comments; 


- Ve/f^i poY^hiJjjtr 

A W ^ /I 







at the sign-in table or mail it to us as soon as possible In order to ensure that your 
comments are included in our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attonding today’s meeting. The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping process also helps to identify project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 


Name (please print) 




er-is 


Title (if applicable): try 'iX’O 'F) f <.e tL-TP 


Organizacion/Business (if appItcableL C.tTV tfF 'TTa&t-i^ _ 

Address: 300 r arnTrinitett, / U.6n/0 C/- 


City: _ I _State: Hh Zip: ^ g 

Phone:_Fax:^_ 

E-mall:_ _ 

Meeting Date: Meeting Location: A tw\ _ 


Q Yes, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, Information mailings, and meeting notices. 


Please complete the following questions in as much detail as possible, based on today’s presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


1. Please list the cnviromcncal issues that you are concerned with and would like to sec addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 

\/ Til Tti£ CtTYor ■rw.>snyO 

vZ XM/a-CtS rfgZi pJ^'tfir«?>a<Lri«d'£>5 i2. i 

ViSi«-AT)8/v1^ TI^F-F-‘C- 1/^‘^l^TS. ... . 

v/ 2 >-j 7 ag,£rr' Js l-aoi • 

y 5tvlj>vA^£A 

^ /H :b^/H=T 

2. What other issues would you like the Project-Level EIR/EIS to address? 


3. Additional Comments: 


I nanK you jor your partjcipauon in inis important process, ncase leave your lorm 

at the sign-in table or mail it to us as soon as possible in order to ensure that your 
comments are included in our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 


Page G-7 




















Scoping Period Comnnent Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that wiii be examined in the Project-Levei Environmentai impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping process also helps to identify project impacts, aiternatives, mitigation measures, and environmentai subject areas deserving attention. 

Name (piease print); _ O OOlr- _ City.- O CL/^ Ki (t- £ _State: CA' Zip:_ 

Title (if applicable): B U 6l l2-£ 1^ _ Phone: 71^ H3^~3 \ 3 ! _Fax: 7t'i~7'^ ^-3^3-2 

Organization/Business (if applicablel: I t3> E Uj L-U HH ! _ E-mail: /9-/VO /V i\/ ^ (s' / JliScO OcL ^ C _ 

Address:_ O AJ /2. A/I /)- FZ. 7^ ^ O \ 'V^ Ad _ Meeting Date: Meeting Location: _ 

7 

j3».Ye5, i would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


Please complete the following questions in as much detail as possible, based on today's presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


I. Please list the cnviromcntal issues chat you arc concerned with and would like to see addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) Pro}cct-LeveI EIR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 


2. What ocher issues would you like the Project-Level EiR/EiS to address? 


3. Additional Comments: »• "v ^ 

/IS Cl a/li4>ocj-e 

uucfcll s^PPodT'THi^ uj/}--/ u/ec/^tU 


(LOUrUj Y. 




ihank you for your p,iriicipation in this important process. Please leave your form 

at the sign-in cable or mail it to us as soon as possible in order to ensure that your 
comments are included in ourstudies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping process also helps to identify project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 


Name (please print) 




Title (if applicable); 


Organization/Business (if applicable):__ 

Address: _ _ dCo G:¥C<aJj3^ 


City: ViacqudCl _ State: 

Phone: ^ ^ ^ .0 ~ f ^ Fax:_ 

E-mail:_ 

Meeting Date:_Meeting Location: _ 


G Yes, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


Please complete the following questions in as much detail as possible, based on today’s presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


• Please list the cnviromcntal issues that you arc concerned with and would like to see addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim RegionalTransportadon Intermodal Center [ARTiC]) Projccc-Lcvcl EIR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 


2. What other issues would you like the Project-Level EIR/EIS to address? 


3. Additional Comments: 


'TJ'i.uyevJ 


(aJa 


\Kjdtc6iiJL ^ Ujh^lcL 

n . j- / . _ ^ ' ■' -' ^ - ff-j— 









gua-cL 


TeaJotq hecoJjy^ 

A / 



ThlHli yAu fA/ yiLP ll!.WicitaliAI, iH (Hit i^torbnt process. PUse leave you,* * fo^lW 

at the sign-in cable or mail it to us as soon as possible in order to ensure that your 
comments are Included In our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 



Thank you for attending today’s meeting* The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues chat will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping process also helps to identify project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 

Name (please print); _ City; _ Zit3t ^i2^(u> 

Title (if applicable):_Phone:_ _ Fax: _ _ 

E-mail: _ (L _ 

Meeting Dace: ‘^/i\ _ Meeting Location: _ H/VV _ 

^Qri'es, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


lusine _ 

flo C.G\C£ Ct-^IQ 


Organiiation/Business (If applicable): 
Address: 


Please complete the following questions in as much detail as possible, based on today’s presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


I. Please list the enviromental issues that you are concerned with and would like to see addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 


2. What otiier issues would you like the Project-Level EIR/EIS to address? 




3. Additional Comments: 






Ido'' i/Oi I 1?^ 




^7ia Cdl'u- - -- I 


I nanK you lor your participation in tnis important process. Please leave your torm 

at the sign-in table or mail it to us as soon as possible in order to ensure that your 
comments are included in our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Connnnent Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues chat will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping prdcess also helps to identify project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 


Name (please print): 


]crr^{^l^iyiL\r^CsUB-'z-^ 


City: Tb-i Pbj-KL-t IT\ 


Title (if applicable): d-Qi i\ S< y' 


Phone I 

Organization/Business (if applicable): OlT\^ OF E-mail: Vj ?)o/W/VtJ A >'V\ ■ 

Address: T S l\[7hG (Y>iJ _ _ Meeting Date: Meeting Location:_ 

Q Yes, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


S zLY? Fax: 


State:Zip : TA 


Please complete the following questions in as much detail as possible, based on today's presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


1. Please list the enviromcncal issues that you are concerned with and would like to see addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 

or“rfV^ vvicy- 

ir cor oi^ 

SEZ^\J\c^S 7 

2. What other issues would you like die Project-Level EIR/EIS to address? 


3. Additional Comments: 


I hank you for your participation in this important process. Please leave your form 

at the sign-in table or mail it to us as soon as possible in order to ensure chat your 
comments are included in our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Written Comments Received at or After the Scoping Meeting 

Heid at the 
City of Norwaik 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that will be examined In the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping process also helps to idenci^i^iiii^ect impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving^ttention. 

(please print): 


Name 
Title (if applicable): 
Organixatii 
Address: 


ion measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 
:ity: ^ 



applicable):_ , Phon ^. ^^93^/7 Fax: 

atjon/Business (if applicable): irOfsliAiL&aitir^ mwcm 

_ Meering^atgj ^^^. / Location: L 

mailinoc nnH mpprino nnrirp^ 


Yes, 1 would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


h^h'jct 


Please complete the following questions in as much detail as possible, based on today’s presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


1. Please list the cnviromental issues that you arc concerned with and would like to sec addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermoda! Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/Ell Please be as specific as possible. 

jjojSe. in (Ler/y'-tnvm-hfj 



Thank you for your participation in this important process. Please leave your form 
at the sign-in table or mail it to us as soon as possible In order to ensure chat your 
comments are included in our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting* The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIP/ 
EI5s).The scoping process also helps to identify project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 


Name (please print): 

Title (if applicable):_ 


Organization/Business (if applicable): ^ _ 


ci^ t(y.U- rfrfM?^_ zi. 

E-mail:_ 

Meeting Date:_Meeting Location:_ 


Q Yes, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


Please complete the following questions in as much detail as possible, based on today’s presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


I. Please list the enviromcncal issues that you are concerned with and would like to sec addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 


ftxce/jf/o C/% 


2. What other issues would you like the Projccc-Lcvcl EIR/EIS to address? 

■\}j[LL l-r 


3. Additional Comments: 


////Tf sppip you ppp 


trutpy 

%pBiY rtfp 



LiPP 


Thank you for your participation In this important process. Please leave your form 
at the sign-in table or mail it to us as soon as possible in order to ensure chat your 
comments are included in our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that will be examined in the Projea-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISsj.The scoping process also helps to identify project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 

Name (please print): Ay ^ / _ City: A1^1^ 1/1 _ State: C Ar Zip :^ ^ 

Title (if applicable): /[// A _ Phone: ~7 ( 2.— i 5 9 O Fax:_ 

Organization/Business (if applicable): _ E-mail: ^ C? /I 2. O — 

Address: f ! ! IJy^ / ^A ) Q _ Meeting Date: ^ //Z- I & ~7 Meeting Location: /i ^ ji) J y— _ 

/} /y , cT- /4 ^ ^ ' 

Q Yes, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, Information mailings, and meeting notices. 


Please complete the following questions in as much detail as possible, based on today’s presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level ElR/EISs. 


I. Please list the enviromental issues that you are concerned with and would like to see addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 

.^/^5'7~ Ai4/i/y 


2. What other issues would you like the Project-Level EIR/EIS to address? 

- &aapi^ 

fF/jy T~s^ 

^AilFAyJ _A-'r s J 


3. Additional Comments: 

Au Ftp ^ 
(5-/fTAKCM'<S- -ieoT, 
c o /y -r(^' . 


-rH-'5 able to 


Thank you for your participation in tills important process. Please leave your form 
at the sign-in table or mail it to us as soon as possible in order to ensure that your 
comments are included in our studics.Tlie scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping process also helps to identify project Impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 

lle*i _ _ City; -Ml So ^ _ ^State;Zip: ^ 


Name (please print):. 
Title (if app!icable):_ 




lle<^ Vi9u.Aci 


Organization/Business (if applicable);. 
Address; _ 


~rK<y 0 >(. 


Phone; _ 
E-mail: 




Fax: 




c.a lyW 


Meeting Date:_ 


0 Meeting Location: A^O/' u-J ^ 


/ 


Yes, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


Please complete the following questions In as much detail as possible, based on today's presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/ElSs. 


I. Please list the enviromencal issues that you arc concerned v/ith and would like to see addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Incermodal Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 

• Any Po-''ks ^ £ or c.c.*v+e^£ co l cUy t-d 

^ So u 'doco.-f’AJ , (■ 

u-cP/flLnaS 

• fh o ^ 

■F(».<Tn\ 

• Covs C-V <5r\ ^0vA>/v\\A.Ve. 


2. What other issues would you like the Project-Level EIR/EIS to address? 

• ii’i-^peccl rail-1-0 LftS Ve^A.^ -Jo eaSfi. \ 5" co^(^fl^e.£-hort 

trf t+ii-l-.v-fl-f -lo rvAw£U .'p ^rojC-c^-o/v5 

• tiou.v'S a-f- 0 |)CV '* O i/\ 


3, Additional Comments: 

• -Ka A;S(.vJ^S +-V'‘i Sa.v^l€.^v3 . 


Thank you for your participation in this Important process. Please leave your form 
at the sign-in table or mail it to us as soon as possible in order to ensure that your 
comments are included in our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The purpose of che scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping process also helps to identify project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 


Name (please prinO: LUl S / _ City: 'ffA _State: Zjp ; O 

Title (if applicable):_Phone: )l0- 7 _Fax: 


Organization/Business (if applicable): _ 

Address: 3^/3 f _57 


E-mail: _ 

Meeting Date: 

/ / 


Meeting Location: 


Yes, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


Please complete the following questions In as much detail as possible* based on today's presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


I • Please list the cnvlromental issues that you are concerned with and would like to see addressed in tlie Los Angeies (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regionai Transportation Intennoda! Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 


/^/L. QT<:t,LP j 77 ^/JnU A0UJ6 

/fAe/9. 


2. What other issues would you like die Project-Level EIR/EIS to address? 


3, Addiuonal Comments: 


cockj;^;^ L,\/^ 

/ 


Thank you for your participation in this Important process. Please leave your form 
at che sign-in cable or mall it to us as soon as possible in order to ensure that your 
comments are included in our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping process also helps to identify project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 


Name (please print); 
Title (if applicable): _ 




City:_ A A/A h _ _State: Zip: 

Phone: 7't’s^ - I ^ 9^ Fax:_ 


Organization/Business (if applicable).__ E-mail: -) C? S ^ ^ S' L -■ — 

Address: “^ /// IAA r _ ^ A. _ Meeting Date: ^ff ^ Meeting Location: ^ 


□ 


Yes, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


Please complete the following questions in as much detail as possible, based on today’s presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


1. Please list the envlromenta! issues that you are concerned with and would like to see addressed In the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/0S. Please be as specific as possible. 


2. What other Issues would you like the Proiect-Level EIR/EIS to address? 


3. Additional Comments: 


ro /^^/? haii- 

To f^Al i- Hl'^TcA lOAA. Oao fOT/^S A/O U'\^l5Ss 


Thank you for your participation In this important process. Please leave your form 
at the sign-in table or mail it to us as soon as possible In order to ensure that your 
comments are Included In our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The purpose of the scoping process is to identify pubiic and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the issues that will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping process also helps to identify project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 


Name {please print): 
Title (if applicable): _ 


'S3J2X 


Organization/Business (if applicable); 




f 


-SLiL State: C J \ zio: 92 lA, a 




■w 


City:. 

Phone:' 


Fax: 


Address: 0 


E-mail: 


r\io'Sg-e-Vv^@i r7o( .C2(^rK 


Meeting Date: Meeting Location: C^r^^i s 'V's 


Yes, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


Please complete the following questions In as much detail as possible, based on today’s presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/EISs. 


I. Please list the enviromental issues that you are concerned with and would like to sec addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim RegionalTranspomtlon Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/EIS.^Iease be.as specific as possible. 




i.Jlea 

'T'Tavw.s oor^ novSvj (^W6.Wrax.v 

,Vi 


1. What other issues would you like die Project-Level EIR/EIS to address? 


LU UUUI t.3». ^ I >\ 

Cancer rv i-0<3lS ‘Vo V-0s.i2J(^ 'tW. 

00 -\3V\(a ^'T'mana.yKV. LOo. ^<2.e. OlS, oja 

-Vo "VWie vk gl rv\i2yi2. fVGJAn-ejr •— 

’fva^a V(A Ves.e'('Mo -^v' 

\<>^/^lAVex-reV^V’oJ. 

LOq. UJOuAA Ivl-s.c.'Vo 'Saa 'Vra5A£='i'\ -Vo 

3 . Addiuonal Comment: AfAl ^ vA (^Vv^Vv OJQAlVA 

v'< 2 Avcx^ -Vo 

(!lo-uLvcV^j t 


Thank you for your participation in this important process. Please leave your form 
at the sign-in table or mail it to us as soon as possible in order to ensure that your 
comments are included in our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documents, and define the Issues that will be examined in the Project-Level Environmental Impact Reports/Environmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).The scoping process also helps to identify project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measures, and environmental subject areas deserving attention. 

t ^ 

Name (please print): ' ^ f\/i^ _ \U ^‘STCjOM ! nA _ State: 

Title (ifapplicable):_ ~ ~ _ Phone: 33*^ Fax: - _ 

Organization/Business (if applicable):_ E-mail: — 

Address:_ 


Meeting Date; Meeting Location: fV* ^ 


A 


Yes, I would like to be added to your mailing list to receive newsletters, information mailings, and meeting notices. 


Please complete the following questions in as much detail as possible, based on today’s presentation and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about the proposed projects and Project-Level EIR/ElSs. 


1. Please list the cnviromcntal issues that you arc concerned with and would like to sec addressed in the Los Angeles (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) Project-Level EIR/EIS. Please be as specific as possible. 


2. What other issues would you like the Project-Level EIR/EIS to address? 

J^D lO 










3, Additional Comments: 


Thank you for your participation in this important process. Please leave your form 
at the sign-in table or mail it to us as soon as possible in order to ensure that your 
comments are included in our studies.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Written Comments Received at or After the Scoping Meeting 

Heid at the 

Metropoiitan Transportation Agency 
City of Los Angeies 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The ol Utc scopmi process o co identity pubiie ind SReney concerns, focus on rlir 

environmental dorumrnts.and define litc issuer that will be exafntrved In the Proiect-I.evel Fnvimnmcntj) Impact Bcporti-'Environmencil Impact Staiomcnis (DR/ 
ElSsj.Ihe scopinf: procey also helpis to i^ntir)r pioicti rmpaco. 2 *iernaove$. mtesurei.and vibjcct aica-j duv.Tviiig atccnuoiu 

Name (plrasc rmiK) _C.ly jL _S«te;(j^ Zip. 

Title (it a|.|iliral>loV_Ple.ar_Fj.x;_ 


Oig.iiu/iiin.MtRii-iini-5s (it applicable): t E-maa J~*^ ^ ^ '* ~ - ■sy^ ■ / 

_ (r -i-- _ ^eetn C^i;: V/Sf^ - Macens Location ^ 

Ij Yes. I would like lo be .idded to yoiit iiMtlin^^ ItM in in c»w newpetten. trtfonruPon maiNn^i, and meeting; ootices 

Please circle th« corHdor<s) ih.it pertain to you: (Lw Anjtctes - Oanfo Coitnty) |los AnRrIrs 


A‘ 


Pleaso complata ttia following quoitloni In «f much deuil m posslMe. bnod on toetay'i proiontitlon and any concarnt or unanswered 
quactlont that you may havo about tho preposod pro|octt and ProJect>Level SIR/IISs. 


I. hii.itu litl III. iiwiiMinriiiiil issues ih»t )rou ire coneernad with tiHl wusilij l.k. lu srr .dikitssi-il m iKe losAn|eirs (Union SutlonJ to 
Oi anjje County (Anahoim R.po«ulTiaiH|Mjiui«»i mortal Center (ARTICTt I^en«ct4.er*l EllVEII!. tVaia b« at tpm ific as imsulilr 

^nucleaf i^ojjQf ' 


1. Plrjivr Use ihi: envlronmencal Istuti that you ai b lantc^nmj wiilt wxl would Itks co toe tddreiied in tho Lot Ar<|[oiti (Union Sution) tu 
ralmdjie Piujrd LrvH HR/HS klc«sc be M ipociftc SI poitibif. 


3. What other issues vrould yuu like t>»i* Pmjrn*LcvcI EfR.'ElS to address/ 

MAG-LW 

Hj/t. '^0/^ 


4. Additfonal CoininutiU. 


(- Li L^OU SLj ^ <5 


J 




Think you for your panici^cirtt>n in ihii fmportanc process. Plenso leave your form 
St the s(jn-ln table or mall It to us as soon as possiMi* <m «>nli.T to riioun: that your 
crKtMtirms 4fr included lo our studies. The scoping; period closes on April 37, 2007 
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Scoping Period Comnnent Form 


Thank you for attcndfn^ today's meeting. Tbp of Um: scopmf pn^ess « w wtnclfy public and agency concern*;, focus on cliu 

cnvlronmentat rtof*inK*nH, and dufirrc iIk* issiics tfiat will be examined m the rrojprr-l rviH Riwifo^irncnoJ Impact Reports/tnvironmcntal Impact Srateinentt (DR/ 
EISs). I he scoping process also helps m nh-tiirfy pioictt impacts, aiternatn'M. mitigation measures, and Gnvimnnn>nMl vibjctl incus deserving nctention. 


Name (plcsi^p |»i ml I 





C^r 


A 


SQle;^^A' Zip: 


Title («fap|ilii 4l»li') 


E*matJ: 


Tax; 


Org.im/v)iioM/Riisinc>s (it applicable); ^ _ 

tJ, ^ 9- {\ U^'7 Meeting Date* 

’^Vcs. I would like lo bo added to yom m.Mlmg Iim ii» irtcnT nrwsl«ic*-i. informitwn mailmgs. and mwfing mwiros 


Mcnlmg 1 oraliiin 


Pleaso clixlo the corridor(s) th.it portum to you: (Lot AngeUa • Or»nj;o CMoityt (t inAwgfU-^ P^tnuUlr) 


Pl««i« cotnplat* th« following quoidon* in a* much dotall as postlMo, basod on today's prasontatlon and any concerns or unanswered 
questions that you may have about tha proposod projocts and Pro^ect-Lovel EIR/EISs. 


i* Klna\r (lo ilir rnvtfonipntal It sues that you art c&ncftfe*nli 4ti»t mtuUl Ukr »o trr addrttird M» the Lot Angtlei (Umon Station) to 
Oranje County (Anabtim R(y.mkuI (i anvpm-imrtfvi Intermodal Center (AKTIC]) hrO|«i.s ElfbtfS fVjv !»»• 4 t t|irnfir t\ pottibln 

( 5 CVA- (9 


3. Kleate Im the environrt>entil istuu ihai ynu am i nm«*rnrtt wah ind would like to tee id^eiied In cne Lot Ai>^elUi (Ummi Stauan) lu 
P^limUlt* hojfHi-l evel frlR^BIS Please be as speafk as possibla 


3. Wiut iiiIhu’ isvur*: would you like ihe Proieet-Levos DIVEtS to addiieu? 

4. Adiltiinnal Conorcncs. 


Tlunk you for your participadon in this important process. WD;rs« leave pmi furm 
at the 5ign-*n rahfo oi mail »i in us as soon as possible In order to ensure that your 
comments arc Included m our s(iiijiei.Th«; w pfriotl i kiv*i on April 27* 2007 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The purpose of the scopmi process is to Identify public and agency concerns, focus on the 
environmental documentj.and define the issues tKsr will be exairuncsf tn tbe PrOjC<t*Lcvci Envi'onuicnital Impact Rcporls/Envu-uiimcntal Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISsi.Tfic scoping process also helps to identity project Impacts, altemativet. mitigatlor. measures, .snd environnsenul subject .treat rleserving .trreniMin. 


Name (please print); ''IC ^X,;fCi O 
TItIn (if applicable): ^ e n f 

Organiratlon/nusinest (if .tpiiliraMe) _ 

AtWrest 127 S K. V'l'Kj 


Otr _U2^ - 


. State: ^ iio /kX^ 7 


PStone (3,^0 

k-maii_ 


hoc 


i/Ye-.. I wuiihl likf III III- aililril to your trailing list to receive newsletters. Iniormaoon mailings, and meedng notices. 
Ploisse eirtiv the esH-rSdorfs) that pertain to yosj: ^(Loi Angeles Orange CountyRi^C^Angeliis PalnutiklJ 


_ Mceong Date: t. jy ^ id f Meeting Location: Ls>> e/e'* 


Plata* complata cha following (pjcsUont tn a* much clotaH ai poitibla, baMd on toalay'i praiantatlon and any concarns or unantwarad 
quaitlont that you may hav* about tha prapotad projacta and Pro|*ct-Lav*l EIR/EISi. 


I» Pfoaift lui tli« v^v4i utiiftiiUl liui yuM etrcf iiifN r*rr«rii wHh >ml wnutrl ttkr vo %tc ttMttnttfl in Lot An|elei (Union Stition) co 
County (Annheim ReponilTriAiporuuoo (ncormodit C«r>iff [ARTIQ) fNoynt fVair 41 %firt»(« 

H<?Ui £lire ffjCity full! fee l;y tiv- 


1 . 


Pht 4 Mt iKl iltc* t-nvuDniitrtiul tvbiir\ truit jiou arr conermrd wHh and would like (0 tee iddf^tMd In t^f Lot An|ele] (Union Station) to 
Palmdale Pno^ct«LeveJ CIR/tlS. Pteue be ai ipeartc 44 poi&fble 


3» What other Itsues would you like the Proiect-Level EiR/ElS to jddie&v? 

in^Viii+ T 


4. Additional Comments: 


Thank you ^or yoijr pamcipatsou in iHa iri>|itu(.ml PIimsc liMvir your kirni 

at the lij^rveln cable or mail It to us as soon as possible In order to en^iuro char your 
lommcnts arc mehided in our studies. 1 he scoping period doses on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


, roc US on tne 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The pj-poje o( th® scoping process ti co Idoncify public and agency cancoens,... 

erwjronmenial documenw.and define the is$t»es that will be m the P^ojcct-Lcvel EiTvirocimenul Impact Reports/Hnvironmental Impact Stacerrtents (blK^ 



Plaata complete the followln| quottiom in at much detail ai peiilbla, batad on today'i praiantatJon and any concarni or unaniwarad 
quaitloni that you may have about tha propotad projaett and Pro|ect>Lovel ilR/CISs. 



I. Ploiiio lUL tliv vAvM liittMttUl hvim iliai yriii jitr »ttiu with wnuM iit^p (o S9C iddreitfd kt the Loi Anfeiei ^Unlon Station) 

(County (Anahwm KejK>nalTnif«|>orai>on lnt«/modal Cent** (AKnC)) fStifwt Li^ flftrtlS Pir.*w Ur \prrifK 

C0NCFRN.TcCjLof \ arc-r , 

soccer iTi^lcl . 

Local iOyK\t] iSidcj 

1. K|ims<‘ im rhp nivirnnmrnTal hsuet that you are concerned wish and would hke co tee addreiied in tha Lot Angelas lUnioii Sut<6n) to 
Palindiia rVoiact'Luvttl ElK/EIS- Ptt*.4ikv Ut* ji, 4t|unu1ili* . I 

so CCeF TtS , 

3. Whac other issues wouW you like the Proiect-Levtil EIR/EIS Ui aJOrevv^ I ^ I 

'■vItctI \}jeaf^ -H' 

rocLe,. Anc4W 0Pf€'N 4^r L 

^sccce 42 ^ plotc^LT 

rmiL'l -h'U^ t-ktP \;.5 ^ v^aicl' 



^ca 





Cj V/'V 

1 r C\'^ -<? 


:^/5 ^ 

'ii ^ 


nci^nu STCiiaOf . 

'■e[/\J i\!a APpC^cioiV-e ^curwo/Js 

m CA.vid'l^/ A\Wn( 4 rp''^ 

^ I ueMi f.U* rair-.i. inia.m.. Irt iS.n tmmmr.sn* ramrr««.c Ir^mtr* umir i.^rm 




r){ Ia 5 



HuiA y«ni fur ytutr (sirtKJpaticin in ihrs imporunl process. Hctitic leave your form 
\ \ • at the sij^ln table or mail it to us as soon os possible in orrfri tu ensute that ytitii 

' ' * commena arc included In our studios.The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. Thi* (••niioy of oh: icoping proccw is kj idenuf^ public md agency concerns, focus on the 
environmnnr.il docimsciiw. and dcriitc the issues that will be examined m the FVoject-Lcvet Eny.rnnmenral Impact Rcp«'ts/Ei>vironmcrical Impact Statements (tIK/ 
tISs). I he scoping process .slso Mps to idriuify pivjitt impacts, akernaoves. rmogacen measures, and environmental subiecr .areas deserving .n tciuion. 


-Ju r rty 


Isl.imr* (iiliMsr 
Tiiln (if intiilii.dtjtol: /f'A'yt 

Oigtiiiuation/Busincss (II appllcubic): "f/C C _ 

Address:_ 


City L ^ y*. 3 _iace:, Of zip : 9 


PIk'OC 


I-IJC 


J.j/SAy 




H'fc ff-T 


Mcconj: Date . 


Meeting Locaemn 


'J Yes. I would like to be .iddeci In jniiu iiwilmg list to rctove oyivsle si er I. udu riisadoftjaailingt. and meenog nonces 

/' ~ 

Ploase circle t»i« corriclor(s) th.st perUin to you^ (Led Angeles - Osng* CutJnerl (1 sjsA ngrkn. RsIniUr) ' 


Ploa*« compldt* tha following quoitlonf In at mu«}i detail at poitlbtos bmiad on today’* praiantatlon and any conearnt or unantwarad 
quottlont that you may hava about tho propoiod proioett and Pro|a«c-Lavet IIR/f ISt. 


I. flir lltuci !hit you CuticvtrHid wJtJi 411J witMlil lAr lu %nt m IrnAn^rlci !luilO'^) to 

Orsi»|« County (AfOlinm fi umiwMidtion Inirrmod*! Comet (ARTTC)) Arofea-Urtl CIIVD5 fVue be *\ 

7. . -- / CaK ^ 

/v»i ^>tyy7d!* Ui.tuv^- y-C p-'u-jiciZh-Z.-^rT 

y n I'C 


2e Please llic tho onvironmonul iliiii yi>ii arr 1 ititr rmrd with and would like co tee xdd^etted in chc Lot An^oles (Uniofi Sutiuti) cu 
P^hiuUIr' Pioiect-tevel EIIV£l$ Plt«c bo u jpoaficas poiubie 


•MtiMAir riti|ct.t-t.cvci ciivci;i ncase do u ipociiic as poiuuie 
/ snes,./' -f'vrvtw^./ ^ ./4.^ 

■ h-'i-r-Ctn'i Zt- 


6~Ai 


3. Wli.li otlM^r wntHd you like die Project«LeveI C1R;Ci$ to address^ 


A-t-rjirl, 


inc^Z:- 








4* Adrijcinnal Commenu: 


Zi- .^ccirZ “"V 












TKank you fni ytnir t«inicipaoon m thrt important process. Please leave your form 
It d'e SijjnWn ubfe or ma»l it to us .is scnwi 4s pirn^Wr ni orricr to ensure that your 
f-ornments arc mchidcd in our studles.The tcopinj* penod closes on April 17,1007 


Page G-26 





















Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting* The purpose of the scop*r>g proceis Is ro identify public .inri .igcncy ronrnms, ^kus tm iIk; 
environmental documents, and define the issuer that will be examined m the Proiect-Lr^l fcnvironmental Impact Rcpora/Cnvlronmental Impact Statements (EIR/ 
EISs).Tlic scoping process also helps to Identify pro>jecr impActs, altrrnsijvrv. Mnogahon ineaaunrs. and cnvironmcnca} subject areas deserving attention. 

Nflitie (please print); kVO- V _ Oty. Lo^ State CA 7i,Ci0Ol?. 

Title (if npplir..ihle): \ .As 'y itW A _ _ Phon«: Ilrbfa 

Tajc 


;>yw rO'vTO 

C); 




OigAnil.ihiin'BiiMiH'^N (if ;i|i|i|tt itUrf 

A<lcffi-\v Z^o <vl GG 7 




M«.>t».ij5 Oato ^ M.'1'tMig I (N,i.i€m C jf\- ■ I ^ 

:_| Yr%,l wdiiM libr to be added to your mailing Hit to roeelva nevnlatteii. nilt«imi«ni ou.l.ii) 5 \, jihI iiimiii| iimih 
PIcavc circle the coriidor(s) that percain to youti (l(nAi.gi-ln Otaitp- Anjido • t^lmdalcl' JS 


Plaate complete the followini queitlont In mi nMKh detail at pottlMa, bated on today’s presentation and any coneernt or unanswered 
queitloni that you may have about the proposed protects and Pretect-Lavel EIR/EISs. 


!• PI 0410 lisi (hr v»iviiuiMnil.tl KVMr\ ilmt xrtii «»r fontcrncd with wovid like to tec Iddrcitcd m the Lot Angcicc tUrvon Suuon) tu 
<>raft|f County (Anih«n> l\c(»CH\alTtampO(Utx>n lnCdsn>oiid CtNiirf fAKTlC)) Pmfcci IrwJ PVate be at tpcclflc at potiible. 


/ I'T.I-*'J • r“ ( h''^- 




2* PU-as*’ liM ihn rnvironmcnial ittuet that you art concerned with and would like co me addi^ved ai tlu» LuvAngrtln. (IJmnn SuAtKin) 10 
Palmdale fVo|e<t*L«vid ElR/EIS. PftMsr hr ai a\ pmsitHr 





3. What other itsucs would you bb: ihe Pioieit Lrvcl FIR/FI& tn adiifT^s' 


4. AddibooaJ Communu. 


~jkjL '//v' t^vjl I'ts 


:>/L 


ThanW you lor your partidpatlon in tWi Important proceit. Pleaia leave your form 
It dte \igi» in ubif w msnl it to uv at toon at possible in order to cniurc that your 
comments are included in our ttudies Tbe scoping (wriud ikisns on April 17,1007 
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Scoping Period Comnnent Form 


Thank you for attending today*s meeting. Thr purpose of ihc scoping p'-oeess n identity pubiic and agency concerns, focus on tha 
cnviroiunciical documents, and define the issues chat will be exarnmed m the Prc^cct-I.cvcl fnv»rc«>mc»ttaf impact Rcports/Eiiviryfunaital Impact Statements (bIK/ 
FISs) Tin' stopmg process also helps to identity project innpacis. altematves midgatfoo measures, and ervironnwiml suhjerr .srn.as dosr-rving .diniirlcfn 


_ Oiy 




Ww-vx: S^c- * I 0 y Kjx: _ 

^•msfl_ 




Nan^c (please princi: Qv'.no fxorvvn ^ C.Cv«^ 

IlUe (II applicable); ' *_ 

Organli»tlon.'Outin«is (If applicable)- f\ c^V\ O e vV* 

AddrpH. I . ^ * ^MKpni Oice *l/g/0 7 Hteiint! LocKlon: 


IJ Yev I wDuki liki* Ui In* .kIiIi’iI io yi»Mi rn.ttlirig list to fcccrvc ncw*'$icticrs, mformaslc" miil/ngi. and meeting nodeet. 




Pksiso circle the 


:• conitlor^s) that pertain to yoin (LosAngelee- Oange Cou^ty)^|los An>yl<^ 



fSliixLUt* 


Pl«ai« eompl.ta th* following queulont In •$ much detail as povaibfe, based on today’s praiantatlon and any conearnt or unaniwarad 
quastlons that you may hava about the pro^oi«d protects and Pro|a<t-Laval EIR/EISs. 


I. I'leatc list th« anviroitie'^Ul iituei UmI fUM ji»v wdii jml w<M«lfl libi* in \t*r cddrrtsrd m ihr An|rles (Unton Sutlon) to 

Oi jiiyc I imiiiy (Aiiiihrirn Kegioml lnniport»c»on Intormodil Center [AKHC}) fVoject'Uwt Elfl/D5 PVjw tie »% \(i«oflc tHnulilr 



VKl^ C'0''CfA>A. V>.-»r,.L<A'>c^ tUr *Sr. 4 \rls 


2. Plfia.cB liii litt! uiiiii«*>iuO ii.MM'c il«ai ynu trr conrerned wita and would Ilk. w i« addr.a.ed In Ihe Lot Ang.lox |UniQn StaoonJ lo 
Maliiidali: Project-Level CIR/CIS. Pleate b« u i|<ec.iric it (jcjmJjIc 


1. What other Istuea would you like die rrojea-Level ElfL'BS to iddtukv? 

-to Ur^^c. cXVfce'V" Vaca-^lVc "tti tf-^ 

0^-<cK C.yo;cX. 

4. Additional Comments; ^ 

CXiT «. -L^-'r 


TIuttL )fwi lor yoor pqrticipanon In this imporon: proceii, PIcaje leave your form 
at the Sfjtnnn table or mail *t to oc a. corni vi% povsifilr in nrrjt.'r to envure diat your 
commena are included in our atudlei The jeopin* period clot«L on April 17,1007 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


a Zip: 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. T>*e pu'-pose ot the scoping process is w identity public and agency concerns, focus on the 
cnvironmentai documents, and define the issues that will be e*.trmned tn tin: Pro;c'Ct*Levcl Environmcntil Impact Reports.'Environmental Impact Statements (EIRf 
FKs) Tin' v.uping process also helps to tdencfy project impacts, alternatives, mitigation measuros. amt cnvinsnmi'tit.'il sub|vct ai eas dcssv ving iitteiiuoii 

Name (please pnnil: '•-Vo'T /V\ -C AA-r irycca, _ Cityt. JA: _ 

Title (if applicable): _ Phone 1 <r T - V Fax: 

Or/^i/.ilton.^B(K(;i(*sv (if .iNi'l_ E*nuil 

A.i,f,...s \ ^Jy.UJfi.bT US \s b_ A-V-S. _ Meepng Dace. Meemvi Inc.iiicHi 

_J Yin, I wmilil like to be added to your mailing list to receive newtletters .nformation mailings, and nwiing nniM ns 

I’leave ciirle the corrldor(s) that pertain to you: (tinAnj>a«n. Oiaini- Cmey) Anyk-s PalTtuiali:| ^ ^ 

ft ^ 


amplete the followrini queatloni in m much detail at potilMa, bated on coday'i pretentatien and any concern* or unantwerod 
quetCloni chat you may have about cha prapoted protect* end Protcct-Lovol tIft/eiSs. 


I» PIcAxo (111 tho •«tvMuiisr>iii.)l Kvt«r\ Uimi }rtiii attr i Mor rrnrii wHh tnd wovt<l 1*^ to vcc idtfreiietf (n Lot An£citt (Onion 5uuonKto 
( >>iinty (Ao»h«»m Ha|»on»ltran»po<uuon InWcnxtdAl fAfTTICp ^Ufni U«*J fVjtr ^iM’rilir jt prnMhlc* 



2. FIfjM* !isi i»u' nivirwiinruial mue’t ih*t you ire concerned tnd wooid like to t«i i(Mr«tt«d in ih* Lot Afi£*l« fUniwn Suuon) Cu 
ri-ojecf-Lovftt EIR/tlS. Plejkie lir n ipn 


S ^0-ct^ 

WcH uie- 


concemeg ino wouia hK« to t«i i(»r«tt«g in tn* tot Ari£*i«t luniwn ^uuoit) cu ^ 

S ft r to v^V \ b c^U<. c \ ^ 

■vVc-lcl ^jc^tk W-\& 

<^tAy\/ixCL^ 




3. What other issues would you like the fVoiect-LeveI Elft^EtS to jddteu* T \/VC^ *€- fx'sS-oT V-'rd-c.. 

"^o-vaV Hi V^V-Cc, ov.e-<- yo»_e<^ T 

'\'j> ^ WlV Cos^\^ijc\Oi V-o ^cAva tK 

c ^vVj Wc'nA caA,V^ 


4 . Addiuen,I Comments: ^ 


. ■ ” •v<^' ' (xV? c s^V 

VvOLAv^ V^Ca.>\ 


SUIVArr I ^ T ''\XA ^ a I "'tJV ' ' 

^ W V viv-tj ^ Cr vj\ f o v^Ae,v'^ V 'A uSd 

sajT ^0 6-C CF ^ S-cV^ii 


0\J er 




T^onk ytMj for yqur p<iruapat)on in this imporcanc process. Please le«ivc your form 
at the fifn-in ohie or fitsil (t to n\ vkim .is |MFSMltfi’ in «»rtji*r la t'lmifr tfmt your 
ccmmenti ire Included in our itudios.The scoping, period closes on ApHi 27,1007 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today's meeting* The purpose o1 the KOpJnjj process <s to identify public and a^pency concerns, focus on rhr 
LMivironrnental docun*iont5. and defir^e The issues that will be c*a'r>Bicd m Uic Projcct-Levei Environrnenal Impact Heports/fcnvironmenial Impact Statements {CIU/ 
FISs) Thu sci?piug process also helps to Identify project impacts, alternatives. nwTigafior rntNisui S'S. and cuvtruitincnLil subjciiX areas deserving attention. 

Name (please print); . Otr i\ t' State. 

Title (H appHoWe): i_C_ ^ ~ / / Tix: 

Otf^anltation/niiMnp^s pr.iiiplHiihlr) \l^A | y\ _£>rraiJ; 

Aildirss O^Ki VM- ^lyl M Hoclmg Halo Mi'i'iittg I PI jltmi_ 

I.J Trs, I wiiiild like to bc added to your mailing; list to rceorvf newtlfttici v mfififrumwi nuih^gv. ,ind inn'hMg ntitir.m 

Hk-a^v circle the coriidor(t) chat pertain to you: (I irtAi.srfc-» Ounjr rrxrrty) ^Cm^jcie, • l^dalci 


PiMia complice the I'ollowlng'qucvtiom in'nmuch detail a, po*«lbltftwA.on.t od«y‘i pne tenta non and any concerns or unanswered 
questioni that you may hava aisout the proposed projects and ProJeet-LevcrisiRTWSSr*""'. . . . . 


1. F'lease list d)e Dnviroinci'Ul iviuiii dut ytm d«t« iuim miud wiih «n(t would Mkif to kc aidrcitcd Fn the toi An|tl<t (Union Station) to 
Oiuiijtr I itnriiy (Aiiahrlm HtglonilTraniportation Inl^modal C«nt» (ARTiCli f^'»jrti ir>rrt fiR/fiS Mratr »«• iprrtlic j) ponstUi* 

\Me\\ \\r AVfv^^ V)m\\A VVaV'^^etd 

vNjbV\(\ V^t: \-^ \W% nNOvUa Ve 

WTOVtkVjiC "Vu -\V\€ CbW^J'lW\]\h 

X, Ptn.iMt Kxi ihr rimruiinirnnil iwoct that you are concerned wrth and wouid like to tee aiSdresied hi die Lu«Aj 


I iwoct that you are concerned wrth and wouid like to tee aiSdresied hi die l.utAn>:t.*lr\ (Uiium Stjuon) to 
Palmdale FVo|ecL*Lev#l EIR/EIS Pleas,!* lir «i apn ifn ai (Mnublc 

h\\[)^ V;\\\ Y)t 

OJf^bWlcV cifflfl 


3. Whac Other tituet would you like the Project-Level EIRiEtS to ' \ \ * ( \ ' ' 

j ^\^e^s,c mw^e-h VO 

VM' 'A\ cov.\(\ ixVoD c)W 

■n 4 Lm. -VkCKjV ov- 

a'o^ L 0 ^- AA..- 

-f-uV ' 6^^ 

M VVA 1 rA^ ^ "A V TlunlJi^i for your partjcipauon In thla Imporunt process, Ploaso leave your foim 

' at the s^gn-in tafafn or uuil ii lu m% a> -ioon as possible In order to ensure that your 

' comments are included In our studies.The scofitng finriud i lu^i-?, tui April 27, 2007 
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Scoping Period Connment Form 


Thank you for at:tending today^S meeting* The purpose ot iho icopinj^ process tS to identify publk* .ind .ig€*nry concerns, foc^ts on the 
unvtronrnencal docutnoncs. and define the issijes ih,iT will be c»arn»iicd i»t the Pro|eci-Leve* En-.ironmental Impact Reporu/Cntvironmental Impact Statements (FIR/ 
^1^^) 'jcoptng process also helps to Identify pro|ect impacts, ahprnatrves, nvngafion And enviroiitncncal subject areas deserving attention. 

Name (please print). Sutp ^ 7i,.: f/P ^ if 

rule (H applicable): //<£i CjOcAhl _ r^e: 3 /J'gV Z - *i 76 r« 

Organiiatlon/Riisinrs\ pTap(»lifabir) _ 

Addmss tc'cii 


//I QA- 7 i>'r>Zc Mo^tinj; Date ^ ? Mi riing I nt.i* 

IJ Y<ns, I wuultj bill* let hr .ulik'fj to your mailing list to reedve newtlerteri. informatHan oroibngi. and imum ••% 

Plonsr circli* tho curr1dor(s) that partain to you: (l»AAn>:i*V-v OuKigt- Angrtn . Palmdale! 


Sr9RlM^4W).foll<»*ln8 qucuio w sin-eii.i n tich dw ii m yq wW w , t FM WtflirtP U ay'i proient^tron nnd nny concerns or un.answrrecl 

. " quattlonf that you may hava about ttMprepoudprotvctt and Pra)cct-L«vol EIR/eiSt. 


I. hirajc Mji: the envlroinc^.Ul niuoi dut yp« hmt i ihh n uni with would like lo icc add^eited !n she Loi Angeles fUnion Station) to 
Oi 4 ny.i- CiMiMly |Anahrim Kcginnal Transporuooo IniermodaJ Centei (AM1C}) PiuiAil lr?rl 6 lR/ftS fVrfv a\ ippr.ihr 41 po^siNe 




1 . Pli.M!Mj livt ilif vtiyn iiniiirMinl hsuev that you are concerned wHh and wouW liVe to i«e addrusieJ Nt Ut« LmAi>t;idm (Unicm Suckjii) in 
Palmdale Pro|eci~Level EIR/DS rieaie be* i% imtMblr 

l-rUl -Illi5 piiL'JC'tf u^^ec-t 1-1 he ft:*/r(9r Z**! 3 -'"i Ocv 

Ffr/iri U. >tC 


3. What other issues would you like dio Project-Uvei DR.t6 lu 4ildt Ab.^ 


4. Additional Comments. 


Tlwnk you for your parocipation m dlls Impoftstnt protoss. Please leave your forii» 
at the stgn in table *41 mad li in us as soon as possible in order to ensure that your 
cemmenu are mefudod In our studies The scaping 1 kisus cm April 27, 2007 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. puipotv uf tiic icopmg process u to identify public and agency concerns, tocds on the 
pnvroninciH.il docuinciils. and defme the issues that will bo exsmined in the Proiect-Levei Fnviroomporjl liiifuci ftcpoi ts.'&iviruniiiuiilal Impact Stuicments (EIIV 
tlS$).ThP scoping pi-ocess .siwi liclps to identify proictt impacts, ihernatives. nupgltion measures, and environmental subject .sre.ss deserving .ittcntlon 

N.I 1 IU. (|di.aw pi lilt): <, \t\i'VtQ i2 Otf _Soni;: Zip: ^ ‘ ^02'O 

Tull-fiiauplitablcl: _ Ptnew j-1 ) ^t'5 JiS H hiv:_ 

Oi giiiii/ationiBusincss (H applicable): r mi*tl_ 


Address: 'v’.aWs 


Mcci»n| IJ9CC: 


A 




Meeting Location:,. 


IJ Yes. I would like to lie added in yiitn iiuiiliiig livi in iT-tm*- newsletters. infcrmatKin maiiirigi. and meeting notices. 
PIcuatc circle the corridor(s) that pcrt.iin to you: ILos Auftelei • Oange County)?"(LosAngeles - Pslnul.slel') 


^ Pl«ai« compUt^the following qua^im* In at nwcii iletail at pmtl^f, on pew^Mweieni ■mS ewy enwennse ne unaniwarasl... 

quetdont that you may havo about tho propoiad prefacti and Projact>Laval EIR/EISt. 


I e Klr!i\r l»vf flic fOvIroiDcnuil tttu«A thit yow w# wilh *imI wttMtil libr tu vrr EiliItTwril m »itr ( 01 Angelo (Union Saclon) to 

0» CiJimty lAtulMMiM KrititMMi lr#m|K>rninnfi Int^rtnodtl C«nt4f (AHTIC]) Piroj#Ct-LW &A/D5 fVa* t>« ix m 

\V'Aj \t r") oc.c.'s *5 ^ o "i>r\ i 

yvtu(^ \\ ,.\ 


7, Pkaic list cho onvifonmonui uvu«!\ Uuu yuu arr t-Miicnitrrl wnh ftnd vKKild liWr to lee aadfeisetf k« tM Cos Angctei (Union Suoon'i to 
KilimUk Kro|€ci-Level UR/US. Please be as tpoafic u poitibie 

^ '^t)' 0 N 5 f\v 5 VK.^aV \ju v\\ 

\)d e Wrvt 5oCLe<i 

^ Nfv. cw ifte- Wn'S Q'fujeC-V? 


3. Whf^r other issues ^uld y«u like the Projea'Lovoi OR^ElS to addins? 


4. Ariftkicwal Comments; 

A-’^cvn ^ 0^ xVVv WS j "! 

Ca.^4^ e'CV NM CcC(-i?.a' C\;' C* VP VJu'sV'' V^OV \MveM tj^ \ v\t, ^ 

YV\\i lVv -5 crf,c^< C V fiVc; \ o 

Thank ycxi fm p^rctf tp;iitun in this irnporcint process. Please leave your lorm 
as the iljnein sabk or mail it to us m soon .i.s (>oss«bli* hi onlifr in fnsinn iImi ymit 
remmirms atr included In our tcudles. The scoping period closes on April 27, 2007 
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Formulario de Comentarios del Perfodo de Investigacidn 


Gracias por asistir a la junta de hoy. El proppsito del proceso dc ifv/estigacion es identificar las Inquietudes del publico y de 
agendas, cuncentrarse en los documenros ambientales y definir los asuntos que serin examinados en los Informes del Impacto 
Ajnbiental/Declaracioncs del lmp.acto Ambicntal (EIR,'EIS) a Nivel de I’royecto Ei proceso de Investigadon cambicn ayuda a IdcnUficar 
impactos, altemativ.as. medidas de mitigacioti y areas amblentales objeto del proyecto que mereceo atendoii. 


Nombre jp»- hwoctn Icirj dt nwMti V-Vt-O L tALcliVi 
h wnio bi n apllcaWel: ^f ^ it CE V t SJ r 


Oij;.iiii»«iiiii/Nrgorip pi n >pl(cible): ^ 


Domic iliu 


i^Si. 


Cv<sd V_HnjHn- Codiyo: 

^ ~ f i Htil'* ij ^ A ^ / it 

rTOTw bKctrofcoi /t b . Ayvv. >tlr-S;ftg tlj~V ^''1 A-t L'j ( ,h v'^ 


hn><* ><f h liinn ^ ^~ *' \>iu dt Ij lufia. !. •/.* CTiC U A J IK^J 


i. qiiitiora scr .in.iilnln j vi li»iu tip corTPspondencn psr» r#cihir bolttlnat i» noticui. luimtHiralftirn tip •ninrminnn y mioi de (unai 



I. Por Uvwi nonilMti Itn .uui.itn Aiiilwiiitik<i de lo» cuiiei vent 'ngveuidM y qiawiKi m .Ounl»l<n tn Im HK/bA a Niypl d« Hrnyeew 
d»lok AiiKpli»(buat.uin llnlnn) alCntidadoi d« Otvtfe (Ctntru loM modal in Ttatiav<iam K<Tp<»tjlpM)r Aiwhpam |ARriC|) 
l\ii Ijvur v(M III Mhi^ i^cn romo ie» poiiWt 



T - 


2. Put lavur Momhrr lin smblentAlei de l»f cullea c<er)« (•-quattcudeft ^ rfuu<rra wrr ako'/iaftoi vn io4 ElM/tlS e Nrvd 4^ Proyeao 

Uu I i>v AnjjHcn (f^ncdclOfi Union) % r^imdll# Pof flvOi isa tu «ut er^fMsctlun rrvnn k* w* oovble 





_!r v-A. h- C- ♦ O — 


1. iQiie orros uuntu qolalera i^uc iborden loi ElRIEtS a N.-rd dc l>myKro' 

c-Lo i^vuo v , 


4d C>irnrnc8f>oi AdicioneJeti 




f A-V kt\ tv \ v»sj £u\ t> 


G^cus po> lu (r4ri<tpdctcin pii rw proccw jmporcarte. Por hvor de|e ui fonmilArio 
rn b mes* dc ^fiitrs q ervieroite pgr cchtco an pronto conio »&i fi,ir.i 

Ctrclo'^rnot que sus comeourtu^ o* mcUf/sin m nucstros escudios. Ef periodo dc 
w nrfTi H 17 de abfil d« 1007. 
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Written Comments Received at 
Caiifornia High-Speed Raii Authority 
City of Sacramento 
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ing:;Rg;ri< 3 el 




CAUFORNM 
HHSH-SPCm nVL 
Aumonrrr 


Thank you for attending today’s meeting. The (nrpoie & the proem r. >o ra*i ageney tonceffts, fi lUi .«! 

(snyiroorniiriul doeumenu. tni dpDn# tre iaoci tint will i>* •>arnin»d In th« IVsJe«..efel Erwrormemal (rrp»et Peppro/tfnirorvnental Impict StaiEmnnu (hIK/ 


ntSvlTlie icupttA proceu alio htipa lo Idonofy project impact! t)terr.itrv«t, ndifaiicr. rr.euurei. tr\a ttwirormenal >ub|«ct areai deiervinj iccentioti. 


Name (pinpie prtnt) SftL if _ ci*» sui« CA_ zio 

T.tl» {If »fpllcabl«>-._ 01*-* tJ^ tr' _ F-ong Vf" ^ ^ _Nx- _ 

Oigani/a1lnrifFt.Rinppp {d andioilUel- J ^ _ 

Addnat; /V* C/iW/AJi f C _ Keedri P»tr KontlojliyjtlorT 


Q 'ihi, I wotiU Ilk** In Ij** atltksl lu viAd» nuilir^ likl la vrw ni*wvJG>tt*Tt. n^rmsticn mal aod DMCi^ raoOC«i. 

t ftLiiEhD\/ Atioap,' 

rivniiM cirtin th«* <orrklor(&} lliaC pfrrCAlM Ca yuu» (1 m Ciiuity) lUn 


•ri«ase4omp(ot«<thc folTow1rgqu«tr(on»4nasmucli-<lotall jn.poMibIr* tn>cMl«ii Caii.iy!s.prMentntlao.an«l any cancnrii&war«unaiuijMim*sL.. 
quc%<;ctonK Eti.\c you mtiy hovik •about tiM* propc»#d profocts .and Pro|cct«l.ovoi CiR/f 111. 


1. CHMialUc tH« •nrirormfiul b«im cMt you OKtmoij wtch irxl w&uVI Khi to t4« addrvnad Wiifw Arp'*« (l>ion Sutlon) to 
Onnfo County (Aiu)i«frn IUpo«*»ITrvtiporutlon l*vi«rToodAl C4f tw [AKT1CD AnoJar:-L«rti O^iTK P**iM h» rt iperMr si pem4>b 


lai Ud* Mmrottfiiooui iUMa ihic you aracutSLanfaJ mUi Umi kkoio am adir«(i«d ^ th« U« AAfaki (Ur^A Sutioil) Co 



a:rMut.^u, , e , 





4. Afidicionil Commtntc 


I 

“ie,m¥hiU. cf^YT^U /tdii/M 

O ' /.}7 . / * • j fv?* j n ✓-/>-- /C- paru6^6on In imporum pn>c4*j, PWaio leav# your form 

r ^ •'y y' *** U^fvlo table or nuU it u> u& m soon at pccu^ n order to eraum that your 
r C-'j ^ cnmnwerti arr mdedrri in mir slmlcrv The stofsi^ pnejiJ fkjsns •)!» April tl‘1, 1007. 
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Scoping Period Comment Foriri 


■v 


Thank you for attending today’s mcctlnj{» Th« purpou of tkc scopirn; procues is to Minify public Ifvd igcncy corvcemj, (ocui on ihfl 
cnvJnonnfVfental dociMtimo. and.ilefwo the esua that wfl bi s^amined in tfw Pro(wx-Lei«f EmwoiwrirTnal Impact Rcpofu/Environmenal Impact Scn»m«nu {E\fU 
EI5s).Thts scoping procL'Vi alwi Nctp^lo^idcncffjr project *rr^cct, atiemsbvet, mtbgation measiini%»rwJ environmefial sutHtec arou dosirving atcentton. 

N.n,r(pl«ieprtnt);_<^:^_ 34/:JA^ _ Oty. ^A/ ^ 7M: 

nd* (If 3ippR»Me):_ 


acr._ 

F^inmL _F«ic_ 

E-mal ___ 
lieeurit Data: 


Oi)CPninnior»<Bujtnci» (¥ appHcable): S^p/ ^ _ 

AAlrou-__[-)««< Dita; SjO'^ MwUr, Looittoi.: Cda^TY 

to Yet, I would IBic to bo added to your nulBnjt liu. to t-rraiwe wFwilrrfrr-i, mln/mador rnaSn^ and mfsednf nodees. ? 7 


Plaate dixlo the 


corrldorfa) Uwt portaln to yooi <^Anyta - Orary (Ua^Wigotea. ?alrTi*JJ»| 


Pidsid coiMplitc cho (oifawltig c|uettionf In u much dotaU as pt>fxibl^« based on todays prvacntutlon and nny concorns or unaniworod 
quettions that you may have about tho proppsod projacti and Pro|nct-Litvcl filR/EISo* 


I. I'luui ltt .1 the riwknitwnnl liiuri ihn you ar« C0(K«|M<l wlUi iiW wtMU MM um uklmwl M iRa Lm A|t|wln (UnInn Satfon) to 
U| 4IIXII (.Mimijr (Anihrim Thnifanmn tnumwdil Dmiii (AKIKTJI Em/BS. PfMii h» n jjrtofe: u poiUil*. 

/. h/^T^T\iP '^PEL'f) /^i/J 

Z . r^6AA TPT- f 

Pi(M^ nih- 

y' /ir^lOpTc/s^P or" PV^KH Alb^(. ph/B 

Mr) c-ofp/ctjpfl 

a« rTm.-s^ Sir the environmental Ituiea Omi jrou aib uinfcrneu w«il* «nd would Mcb to tea addif^tsad M t 
ralniiltia rrD|e<C*tavd OMQS. Pieaie be a& Apeaftc xi fVTsvblo 


\ the Lm Anfdtt (Udoo SuUon) ut 


•••>»<« I iv^n»-v«TW wivwA I MMaie ub a b|Kciiic pOTMOtC 

A fpPVlRPAitpfP^^ /^e>(iPfn<i/o BMptrBD FPm^ 

2 - ElKctM ' PtBip^ pMttrBP FMm THl opEPAiFflb r/iAP^uxs^ 

Aliopi, rhB. PMPDStP Ht^/^-spESp PatP- ro/?j^^ 



iWeruiUOT would you like d«Prt»iea.Lf-wlBR;B5 to addreol ' ^ ^ 

/, ^AFtr/ 4r apo c£pjntN 

pprpPXTihfl)^ f>/i6Pa^'^ ^.j2:^-^pEfBp AAtl coppHtR 

3. 7 rAtytcy t£> tpap ^ut 

PP ppP a 67: ci»/rTV v^Aty^r A T^U'-MAp 

.....- rj. 

MtLff-fiAUf, /iAEl s-ViTtM rfii>AKAl . Hsfnmuy TtiH 

pits PtLA-^pFBP mPTPF I/^AtCiE iPPvFl- 

7I-1X rZ^pnT J/Jpih ta 

Ann\a Aiih r^^T/zWiP 7 ,^ ^ pw 1 »ipMmn In «hh ■nTJorOnt pmc*». n<su« !•»• your lorm 

'y yyyr'rt' ' «the 7 ^ oHe «-mifi It ta ui u toon u poitlbla In order to ...tnirr iru your 

cotnnera ire irehided Id etir itudiu.TlM taiflng period clotn on Apiil Z7, 2007 
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Scoping Period Comment Form 


Thank you for attending today's meeting* The purpoje th« implri process h ro ^deo^i^jr puWit io*| agenty cwicerm, focut on the 

envfrcnmeoal documents, ind deRne the bsuct dint wiR be rjamined in iHe ^oiec-tevd £p T*fT * micn ta l l«npaci Repot is/Cnv<ronm«ota) Impact Suttmenu (DIV 
^\%%) riie scoptr\£ (Mucci&ft also Iwlpt to Idtnufy project intpacu, iiterrutrvoi. mMtur«L and OTTriroAmAnui tobfect treat desendof vtuntfort. 

Name (pluie print): Alfl /Zg)/ _ _ aqr_ na kf) <•*•1 _Sntr. zip- 

Titli <if >(i(ilkabl*):_ fVuMt /VV ^(b9~ H*; 7^*^ 

_ bortiC g /lOT^ gO>n - 

_ H^r li nB Da««: ^fi f-Wa^ing Locilriqn: A^/ >1 (/ffCJ 


OrfiniuUonfDiuinui (If i(i(iCcaUt)._ 

A<Wr*n:_ /6 q 9 j?, _Gilt./._ sy, 


HW, I wo«4d like vo be eddrd to ynur melln| ftn m roci^ rMTW%Wttvrt, ir>lortn»tion rruA^ ar^J nmih^ ncMkev 


PlaoM compteto tho fpllowfni qunUont In M tniKh dvtatl m patUlilp, buoil on loday'* pmratallon and any icimcarnt or unantw*red 
queitloni that you may havo about tho prepoiod profoett and Pre|«<t-lov«l EIR/CISs. 


I. flnrr Iht tbn »nv4mni«tnr*l biurt ih»i jmu era canrerrted wkh end wnuttf Urr to ««e ■^rfuti e d in ilw ImAfi fb r (Ukdun Suiian) to 
Grant* (Amtirlrfi HeKl«m*n)enkpnrmkM tnurrtrwdrf Cimar [AJtTlCQ PrufHa*Lera< UX/Ut Pireae be aeioMil&a fiuiuUe. 

Sl-fs CS£er\'i‘f(i,l 'fk( CfSQ tfiofttes Cut^ Q.t a 

P\n/ /'rv tf.Zrc/z/crt ^ pouitr i?er><r<\-f iCvr^i 4'rof>^ 

oyUif- VT^'i oil Of-^ y*\a'yf*t'^ts ■//»£ 

e>-f Cl Crtl t h pt'hh'c p‘''oft4y 

ft 'iyt P<‘t?ple t\ji H L<- ^t,4otr,obj teS 

'is U£d ■P't r^ll ■/ ’Ac /-I'i f tucs'i CK /,-^prMiC 

•^0 -f^iy Ce\n -Tf'r/Jf t-i// n T^.'/V S-^a-j f.'CiL 

X WlM odtor auies would jroa like the Pro^eci-Lcnd kHUtO to a^UrtxU . 

Corr^det^ St t ^t> ^ w'-r*-1 / r ^ d*<: 7^ ^ 

l^lriile ^Jo-'i fs ^ 

"ibc /'r^ti ySf^ 0*rc{er -S'/-r<'t'7^ 


‘/y S 


XAddtfonal C om ne ma: 
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RacheMWenlngor 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

SubjBct: 


Oennls Davis [dendavis@sbcglobal.neil 
Monday, April 16.2007 4;50 PM 
Comments 

Lob Angeles to Ananeim NOP 


Dear Mr. Leavitt: 

We were unable to attend the public meeting in Anaheim regarding the NOP, Uiercforc we will submit Uiese 
comment';. I regret If something we state imd becti covered in the public presentation. 

Grade s e parotinn 

1. will the project include the exi.sting rail lines wherever there is a grade separation constructed? )l would 
greatly facilitate hotli safety and efficiency for AM’lltAK, Mctrolink and freight traffic if all grade crossings 
were eliminated. 

2. wild) a grade separation piojeel entails lowering the mil roadbed to pass beneath a stieei, considurelion 
should lie given in tiie higli water tables in many loculus. Additionally, with the electric rail, flmKling in tliesc 
depressed areas licuomcs very sensitive. 

3. the time to enmplete grade separation projects is critical to local higliwoy oiraulation. I reterence the time it 
took tJie City of Kollcrton and BNSF to complete the Highland Avenue project in that city, it was over one 
year. In the case of a grade separation .such as State College in Anaheim, the volume of traffic in tliat location 
would create a mujoi local circulation issue. 

Enerev usaue 

Consideration should be given to alternative energy sources for the supjily of the electrical power, .such a.s .solar 
nr wind, to reduce additional greenhouse gas emissions relative to the rail project With the reduction in .small 
particle pollution by not using diesel engines, if svoiild seem appropriate to extend the environmental 
enhancement of clean energy to tlie original generation .source. While these technologies are not currently 
available os a complete power source, their inclusion in tJie supply system for the high speed rail service would 
show a commitment to the clean energy benefits they provide. 

Station I creation 

My wife and 1 have utilized high speed rail transit in bodi Japan and Europe, and were very impressed with tlie 
systems. One of the benefits of these systems is that the stations are located in the central chy, allowing riders 
to wallc to nearby hotels or the shopping district We would hope this could be a marketing tool for the system. 

Sincerely, 

Deimis T, Davis 
Amy M. Davis 
1677 West Ord Way 
Anaheim, CA 92802 
714-636-4810 


1 


Page G-38 



Rachel Weninger 

From; 

Sont: 

To: 

Subject; 


jonalhanyee@3dvanlec-usa.com 
Friday, April 20,2007 8:2^1 FM 
Comments 

HSRA Comments for LA Union Station to Orange County/Anaheim 


CHSRA Staff and Consultants, 

After attending the scoping loeetlng held in Anahela City Hall, I hope the project level EIR 
ItiLludes growth inducing impacts of ttie proposed project. CEQA Section 15126.2, Section (d) 
iiienllntis the Inclusion of growth inducing Impacts of the project. I believe IF a literature 
review Is conducted on new transit and rail lines (such as BART, LAOiTA Gold Line), an 
assumed density of land uses can be used to project pollution, noise, and economic Impacts of 
adjacent development In scenarios with the high speed rail line. On a city by city basis, 
densities of new developments within the last five years can be projected forward in the "no 
build scenario". A comparison can then be made on Impacts of both scenarios, and I believe 
the HSRA scenario will not only improve mobility, hut also reduce noise, pollution, and 
capital iiBpi'Ovamcnt spending. This would be a result cif Increased densities adjacent to the 
rail line, and a reduction of new roads, widening, and services for futui'e "1 
sprawl" type developments. 

Thanks and I look Forward to progress regarding the project. 

Jonathan Yee 
Engineer 

Advantec Consulting Engineers 
21700 Copley Drive, Suite 350 
Diamond Bar, CA 9176S 
phone: 909-860-6222 X 111 
fax: 909-860-6722 
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Dan Leavitt 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject; 


Rtek [miccarthy@mmcl5pr1ng.com] 
Friday. April 27.2007 1;55 AM 
Dan Leavitt, Comments 
Los Angeles - Orange County HST 


Mr. Dan Leavitt 
Deputy Director 

ATTN Los Anj^oles - Orange County 
CallFornla High Speed Kail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 9SH14 


Greetings Mr, Leavitt: 

I’m writing today to comiwnt on the HST Program/Project and the recent Scoping Meetings 
held, April 2007i in Los Angeles^ Norwalk, and Anaheim, CA. I'd first like to say that I was 
ple.isantly surprised to hear about the California High Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA). t 
ihnughl I was relatively informed about the goings-on in California and the public notice I 
saw In the Orange County Register did surprise me. I'd also like to say, that In principle, 

1 Strongly agree with the need for an alternate transportation modes, and that a high speed 
train would be highly attractive to ne. 

There has been much talk about high speed trains traveling from los Angeles, California 
to Las Vegas, Nevada, but nothing had ever been Implemented to date, so everyone l know just 
thought it was a pipe dream. Irregardlcs, it appears the CHSRA has been appointed to the 
task at hand, and I'll inform as many residents as I can regarding your Program/Projects 
going forward. Since the Scoping notice, I've been playing catch up on nigh Speed Trains and 
learning as much as possible, as well as what the CHSRA has completed to date. 

I see the Authority has completed the Final Program EIR/EIS. Upon reviewing the 
documents in Volume 1, Chapter 6, on Preferred HST Alignment and Station Options, I was 
somewhat disappointed in the Authorities' decision to prefer the LOSSAN corridor, over the 
UPRR SANTA ANA corridor, from LA Union Station to Norwalk, and on to Anaheim. As a dally 
commuter from Costa Mesa to El Segundo, ay main concern will always be commuting time. Given 
the travel times mentioned in the report, 16 minutes on UPRR SANTA ANA versus 27 minutes on 
the LOSSAN, it seems like an obvious choice. In addition, it should be noted that at the 
existing Norwalk Melrolink Station (on the LOSSAN), a traveler or commuter wishing to go to 
LAX must transfer to the local Nerw^k Number 4 bus, stopping at all the local stops on 
Imperial Highway, in order to connect to the MTA Metro Rail Green Line (which serves LAX), 
also in Norwark, but is 2.5 miles West of the Hetrollnk Station (LOSSAN)!! This is 
unacceptable!1 

Now consider the UPRR SANTA ANA corridor. The wide sweeping radii of the proposed track 
will allow speeds up to 12Smph or more, allowing a con-mute time from Anaheim to Union station 
in just 16 minutes, that's fast!! Not only that, but a proposed new Norwalk Station would be 
very close (probably within walking distance) of the MTA Metro Green Line! That's great!! 
when discussing commute times with fellow employees, without any mention of the LOSSAN vs. 
UPRR corridors, all were very excited about a 16 minute commute. 

One of the main reasons for building a high speed train was for speed, thereby reducing 
travel time compared to other modes of travel. This Is no less important between Orange 
County and Los Angeles County. Savings of time and/or money will either lead to the success 
or failure of this high speed train. 

t 
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Kor the purposes of the Scoping Meetings regarding either the LOSSAN corridor or 
possible UPRR SANTA ANA corridor I an concerned about the following. 

Regarding Oesign/Construction: 

1. Safety in design should be maintained, Grade Separations should be maintained Ai 
ALL CROSSINGS, WHETHER VEHICULAR, LOCOMOTIVE, OR PEDESTRIAN. We saw the need for this with 
tlie Metrolink/Automobile accident when a driver purposely parked his car on the railroad 
tracks. I believe there couid be a Freight crossing near Fullerton, and this should he 
eliminated, A Fullerton or Norwalk Frcight/Metrolink crossing lead to a serious accident In 
that area. T just want this train to be very safe, We always seem to bear about so many 
accidents on trains for such obvious reasons, like operators are asleep. Some type of 
barrier might also need to be placed between Freight Tracks and IIST Tracks, thereby 
preventing a Freight train derailment from colliding with an IIST, 

2. On Arlals, I want to make sure designs consider seismic events, and supports and 
bridge work will withstand expected seismic events In the future, On the Metro Rail Green 
Line, which is probably narrower than the HST, dual pillars are U5e<l to support the arlals. 

I expect this might be necessary For the HST as well. Metal wrapping (retrofitting) might 
also bo incorporated as well, as Is the case on freeway overpass supports t»ow. Arlal 
installation will probably require Pile Driving. This means substantial noise will be heard 
(and felt) during construction along the selected corridor. A note In this regard, when l 
lived near a major freeway Intersection during this type of construction, local residents 
noticed mice infestations, as the rodents tended to flee the Pile Driving activity. 

1. If any proposed l.utmels are required, ensure they are cut wide enough to reduce 
pressure effects, especially at entrances (wider still). Also, make sure they are wide and 
high enough to allow double decked trains, should they be used in the future, High speed 
trains have a tendency to lean toward one another due to the low pressure effects surrounding 
them. The current pictorials will put trains less than S feet apart, with rolling stock 9.^ 
feet across. 

A. High speed operation will cause ballast to be kicked up. This will cause dust near 
the train. With proper design and preparation, dust should be kept to a minimum. 

5. Buff strength needs to be resolved if the HST, Hetrollnk, and Anrtrak will operate 
on the same set of rails. 

6. If the LOSSAN Is used, make sore the Catenary for the HST will not interfere with 
the top of the Metrolink Trains. 

7. We want fast, quite, and safe trains. This means make sure tracks have very wide 
radii (with wider margins for faster operation later). We should purchase the newest, low 
drag, aerodynamic rolling stock. Low drag rolling stock means less energy (electricity) will 
be needed to move it. Less energy means the wliole system is more efficient. We also need 
rolling stock built with the latest desfgn improvements that allow fast operation without the 
possibility of overturning on derailnen*'. Derailments have occurred on the TQV (French HST), 
but due to the design erf their articulated cars, they haven't overturned. This has resulted 
in no deaths on the TGV since its inception. 

8. 1 support the use of Irvine as the current endpoint for the OC line. With the 
closing of the El Toro Marine Base, some of that land could have been used for a maintenance 
yard. Irvine residents, however, may be reluctant to incorporate this into their development 
plans for the same reasons they discounted the use of the base as an airport. The cities 
redevelopment plans may also be solidified, but I believe they did wish the HST to be 
terminated in Irvine. 
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KeC'>f’t^ing Operation: 

1. Security of passengers should be included as part of the station operations along 
the proposed routes. This is easily Ignored because It was never a problem pre-9/ii, but 
this should be a concern post-9/11. A new HST in California will be world news, and as suchj 
it will be a target for terrorism. 


Social Impact: 

1. As an HST comes online, more'travel will actually be generated by the existence of 
this train. People living too far to commute will now have options opened up to them, that 
wouldn't exist with a slower mode of travel. It will also open up more pleasure travel as 
residents would be able to make long distance travel up and down the state, thereby local 
econontles experiencing more tourist dollars, 


This is the end of my comments on the Scoping meetlngs/comraents regarding the proposed Los 
Angeles to Orange County HST, 

Since California now has an authority given the task of bringing us HST, I now propose, 
in conjunction with the CHSRA, FRA, along with the appropriate Authority in Nevada, a route 
(corridor) to connect the Ontario Airport to Las Vegas, Nevada, via High Speed Rail service. 
The route could be built near an existing right-of-way, up the Cajon Pass, with stops In 
Victorville, Barstow, Stataline, and Las Vegas, Nevada. Southern Californians have been 
talking about high speed trains operating between Los Angeles and Las Vegas For many years 
now, without anything being developed. Given the current plans underway by the CHSRA, it 
seems like the perfect time to incorporate this proposal so a lino could be built 
concurrently with the new North-South line. Congestion along 1-15 is getting very bad, 
especially on weekends. It's the ideal route because it's traveled so heavily, and so many 
people could use a nice fast train. 

I look forward to hearing about the progress on the current project level input, along with a 
favorable response on ray pr'oposals. I do support the authority and their goals. 1 just want 
the best system we can possibly have, for all Californians. 


Regards, 

Richard McCarthy 
P.O. Box iias2 
Santa Ana, CA 92711 
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March 28. 2007 


<r 

w 

^ Of 


Mr. Ryan Kenny 
Consensus Planning Group Inc. 
2172 Duponl. Suite 21 
Irvine, CA 92612 


Dear Mr. Kenny: 

Thank you for your presentation on the California High-Speed Rail Authority. It was 
enlightening to learn of the plans for this new efficient form of transportation and the 
benefits it will bring to Southern California. 

The Fullerton Chamber of Commerce supports a well-maintained transportation 
infrastructure that responds to the business community and supports economic expansion 
euid efficient movement of people, goods and ser\'ices. We feel that in order to continue 
to be economically sound, Fullerton must strive for a transportation system that meets the 
needs of the business community and general populace while enhancing the region's 
overall quality of life. 

While, in general, we support the concept of improved rail transport to provide rail 
service for our region, we strongly feel that a stop in Fullerton would best serve our 
citizens and the North Orange County region. 

Fullerton currently has the busiest rail station between Los Angeles and San Diego. The 
City has committed millions of dollars to ensure that our transportation center remains a 
vital economic and cultural hub for the region. 

Fullerton is home to five colleges and universities - California State University. 

Fullerton: Fullerton College; Hope University; Southern California College ofOptometrv 
and Western State University of Law. These educational institutions employ more than 
5,000 people and have combined student enrollments greater than 50,000. Many of these 
individuals travel substantial distances with their daily commutes and arc prospective 
riders of high-speed rail. CSU Fullerton's satellite campus in Irvine greatly expands the 
campus' geographic reach bringing students from an even wider area. 


4AA N Horbor Bouievard. Suite 200 * Fullerton, Californio 92832 
714.871.3100 • Fox 714.871 2871 • E-moll lnfo0fullertoncliombef.com • Websitewww.fullerion.org 
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Mr. Ryan Kenn> 

Consensus Planning Group Inc. 

Page Two 
March 28. 2007 

Additionally, Fullerton is home to Superior Court of California. North .lusticc Center 
which again provides an employment base for our region as well as potential commuters 
for high-speed rail. 

It is my hope that you take these factors into consideration in the future planning ol 
where the stops will be for this rail system. You indicated that the infrastructure to 
provide service through Fullerton is included in your plan; we strongly encourage you to 
take advantage of the existing ridership. and potential future additional ridership in 
Fullerton by having the high-speed rail stop in Fullerton. 


Sincerely, 



44^ N Harbor Boulevard, Suite 200 • Fullerton. California 92832 
714 871 3100 • Fox 714 871.2871 • E-moil lnfo@fulleftonchombef.com • Webjilewww.fullerton.org 





CITY OF ORANGE 


COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 


www.cityoforange.org 


ADMINISTRATION 
(714) 744-7240 
fax: (714)744-7222 


PLANNING DIVISION 
(714)744-7220 
fax: (714)744-7222 


BUILDING DIVISION 
(714) 744-7200 
fax: (714)744-7245 


CODE ENFORCEMENT DIVISION 
(714) 744-7244 
fax: (714)744-7245 


April 24, 2007 


via email: comments@hsr.ca.gov 


Attn: Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director 

Los Angeles to Orange County High Speed Train 

High Speed Rail Authority 

925 L Street, Suite 1425 

Sacramento, California 95814 


Subject: Notice of Preparation (NOP) for a Project-Level EIR/EIS for the 
California High Speed Train, Los Angeles to Orange County segment. 

Dear Mr. Leavitt, 

The City of Orange (City) has reviewed the NOP for the Project-level Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR)/ Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the California High 
Speed Train’s Los Angeles to Orange County segment. The project proposes a high¬ 
speed train service from Los Angeles’ Union Station to the Anaheim Regional 
Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC) station. The City understands that the 
forthcoming EfR/EIS is tiered from the previous Program-level EIR/EIS that evaluated 
the Los Angeles to San Diego High Speed Train corridor. 

Orange supports the concept of a High Speed Train system operating in the State of 
California, and this support includes an Initial Operating Segment that would 
extend from Los Angeles’ Union Station to Anaheim’s ARTIC station. Orange 
strongly opposes the segment from Anaheim to the City of Irvine. This segment traverses 
the City of Orange and would result in significant, unacceptable adverse environmental 
impacts to our community including disruption of our National Register-listed historic 
district, noise and vibration impacts, and land use, housing and community impacts 
affecting both our residential and commercial/industrial communities. The City 
previously submitted a comment letter (dated June 25, 2004) for the Program EIR/EIS 
detailing these substantial concerns, which stem from the “Anaheim to Irvine” segment 
and have not yet been addressed. 
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California High Speed Train Los Angeles to Orange County Segment 
Notice of Preparation for a Draft EIR/EIS 
April 24, 2007 
Page 2 


Because the proposed project’s limits (defined as Los Angeles to Anaheim) stop north of 
the City of Orange and do not traverse our jurisdiction, the City’s comments (below) do 
not reiterate our previous concerns, but focus on “spill over” environmental effects. 

Please ensure the draft EIR/EIS addresses the following issues; 

Comment 1: In the NOP, there are several statements that indicate Dial the proposed 
project is the “Los Angeles to Anaheim” segment of the California High Speed Train 
corridor, and the “Anaheim to hwine” segment may be considered by the Rail Authority 
in the future as a separate effort. However, Figure B in the NOP references the Los 
Angeles to Analieim segment as “Phase 1” of the proposed project and the “Analieim to 
Irvine” segment as “Phase 2”. This infers that the “Anaheim to Irvine” segment is the 
next “phase” of the project currently under consideration. As you are aware, the City is 
strongly opposed to the “Anaheim to Irvine” segment, and has an interest in ensuring that 
the forthcoming EIR/EIS docs not in any way indicate that the Rail Authority is moving 
forward with approvals for this segment. 

To avoid conftision over the scope of the project and the EIR/EIS, the City requests that 
the EER/EIS eliminate references to the “Anaheim to Indne” segment altogether, 
particularly where it is referenced as “Phase 2” of the proposed project. Rather, 
incorporate text that clearly states that the current proposal from “Los Angeles to 
Analieim” is one segment of tlie larger statewide system (w'liich was evaluated in the 
Program EIR), and clarify any and all approvals related to the forthcoming EIR/EIS are 
for the “Los Angeles to Anaheim” segment only. Further plaiming and implementation 
efforts for all other segments of the California High Speed Train system would be 
addressed as a separate project, which would undergo a separate environmental review' 
and approval process. This approach will allow the City of Orange to support this current 
project. 

Comment 2 : The City of Anaheim’s ARTIC station abuts the City of Orange 
jurisdictional boundary. We anticipate that with increased services at the ARTIC station, 
traffic levels on adjacent roadways will increase. The City requests that the Draft 
EIREIS include a capacity analysis using ICU methodology of all signalized 
intersections on Katella between the Santa Ana River and Tustin Street, on Main Street 
between Taft and Chapman, Chapman between Main and State College and Orangew'ood 
between Main and the SR-57 ramps. 

The existing traffic management softw'are and hardware used by the City of Orange 
Traffic Management Center should be analyzed to determine if upgrades are necessary to 
adequately accommodate ARTlC-related traffic flows on Katella Avenue. This should 
include an operational intertie between Orange's and Anaheim’s Traffic Management 
Centers. 
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California High Speed Train - Los Angeles to Orange County Segment 
Notice of Preparation for a Draft EIR/EIS 
April 24, 2007 
Page 3 

The City also expects that the traffic analysis will address a “project opening year” 
scenario as well as a long-term (cumulative) scenario. The EIRVEIS must include 
adequate mitigation measures to address increased traffic volumes and increased demand 
on Orange infrastructure and must maintain an acceptable Level of Service of LOS D, per 
the City’s General Plan Circulation Element. 

In addition, please note that the City of Orange is in the process of updating its General 
Plan, which is scheduled for City Council consideration this Fall, 2007. Please ensure that 
traffic volumes for the long-term traffic analysis scenario reflect the City’s updated land 
use densities and circulation system 

For further information, please contact Mr. Tom Mahood, City Traffic Engineer, at (714) 
744 5536. 

Coimnent 3: The City requests that the EER/EIS address increased parking demand 
resulting from the high speed train service stop at Anaheim and demonstrate that 
Anaheim’s ARTIC station has adequate parking facilities to accommodate projected 
demand. City of Orange streets regularly experienee on-street parking “spillover” from 
Anaheim facilities and events; therefore, we have an interest in ensuring that the ARTIC 
station’s faeilities have been planned to accommodate new project-related parking 
demand. 

Comment 4: The City requests that impacts to existing rail operations within the City of 
Orange be studied and diselosed in the Draft EIR/EIS. This should include a discussion 
of impacts to existing Amtrak and Metrolink services in the City with respect to station 
spacing (i.e. changes in service due to moving the Anaheim station eloser to the Orange 
station). 

The City of Orange appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced 
project and looks forward to receiving the EIR/EIS later this year. Please contact Jeimifer 
Le, Senior Plaimer/Environmental Review Coordinator at (714) 744-7238 should you 
have any questions. 



Community Development Director 
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California High Speed Train - Los Angeles to Orange County Segment 
Notice of Preparation for a Draft EIR/EIS 
April 24, 2007 
Page 4 


CC: Jolin Sibley, City Manager 

Gail Farber, Public Works Director 

Tom Mahood, Transportation Manager/City Traffic Engineer 
Anna Pehoushek, Principal Planner, Advance Planning Division. 
Jennifer McDonald, Senior Planner/Environmental Review Coordinator 
Doug Keys, Transportation Analyst 
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Appendix - H 

Written Agency Scoping Comments / 
Transcript of Verbal Comments 
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Mr. Mehdi Morshed 
Executive Director 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suito 1425 
Sacramertlo, CA 95814 

Dear Mr. Morshed: 

Thank you for ths opportunity to offer the Orange County Transportation 
Authority's (OCTA) comments, on tho California High-Speed Rail Authority's 
(CHSRA) Draft Program Environmental Impact Raport/Bwironmental Impact 
Statement (PEIR/PEIS) for the proposed statewide high-speed train system. 
Based on OCTA Board direction, below are OCTA’s comments about the 
document and the future deveiopment of the high-speed train system: 

A. in gcnoral, OCTA is intevestsd in seeing such a system, If Implemented, 
serving Orange County, v.'ith the segment frum Union Station to Anaheim on 
the Initial Operating Segment (lOS). We understand that modifications to the 
.lOS may require legislative action. If so, OCTA will undertake such 
discussions with key-legislators. Overall, OCTA is in support of the proposed 
California High-Speed Train system serving Orange County in the lOS. OCTA 
staff will continue to vrark with CHSRA staff regarding issues and plans as the 
project moves forward in the future, 

B. High-speed'rail service from the Anaheim Regional Transportation Intenriodal 
Center (ARTIC) north to Union Staflon (in Los Angeles), and beyond, should be 
one of the first segments of the system to be built However, the goal of 
reactiing the Irvine Transportation Center (ffC) is still supported by OCTA. 
Local officials have begun work on projects that would complement any high¬ 
speed rail (HSR) service (e.g., bus, arterial, freeway, parking, rail, and other 
faciiities and services). Serving the ARTIC and other destinations in Orange 
County remains vital. 

C. OCTA Is strongly in favor of using the Los Angeles to San Diego (LOSSAN) 
corridor for the HSR system. We do not favor the Union Pacific corridor north 
of Santa Ana. 

D. Building a trench through parts of Orange and Santa Ana will be very 
challenging and costly. Extending high-speed rdli service south of Anaheim 
will It'kely present significant difficulties due to (he horizontal curvature of the 
track, possible environmental justice issues, noise and vibration concerns, 
vertical clearance challenges, and other issues. Numerous cities south of 
Anaheim have documented their concerns for the trench option. We are 
concerned about how this proposal may affect existing and future rail capacity 

530 soyih u»in awot/Ra rst*; rravafti-na a^sw-rsM/ffr-#;SBO-ccra/erarj 
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Mr, Mehdi Morshed 
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Page 2 


Iri this corridor, OCTA Is interested In having other alternatives (e.g other 
alignn^ts tunnel, or others) developed for this segment so that OCTA and 
dotermine the best course of action. These alternatives 
^ level of detail as the options contained irs the 

PEIS/PEIR support documents. If the significant challenges south of Anaheim 
can be rewlyod to the satisfaction of affected agencies, we remain supportive 
of having high-speod electrified service ejctend to the ITC, 

E, OCTA has- recently completed a detailed analysis of the rail capacity for 
passenger and freight needs from Fullerton north Into Union Station along the 
LOSSAN oom'dor. The needs of Metrolink, Amtrak, and freight movements for 
the next 20 years {approximately) have been accountecf for In this analysis. It 
appears that much of this corridor will require triple-tracking. As the 
background material for the DEIRfDElS indicates, a fourth track would be 
required if HSR Is added. The Impacts oh stations and land uses adjacent to 
the track are of concern. 

F, OCTA does not support double-tracking the sy.stenn (whether high-speed, 
electrified, or not) in the south Orange County historical and coastal areas. We 
remain concerned about ttie final tunnel option near Interstate 5 near San Juan 
Capistrano, San Clemente, and Dana Point. We also want to bring the final 
facilities and operational options in coordination with our recently completed 
Commuter Raii Strategic Assessment. 

G, OCTA desites to work cloasly with CI-ISRA on the design of these features and 
operations as Uie project progtesses. 

Once again, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft PEIR/PEIS for 

me ^tewide high-speed train system. It you tiave questions, please call 

Kia Mortazavi, Director of Strategic Planning at (714) 560-6741, or Richard 

Marcus, Manager of Long Range Strategies at (714) 560-6832. 

Sincerely, 

Arthur T. Leahy.^ 

Ctilef Executive Officer 

ATL.rm 

c: OCTA Board of Dfrectors 
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Septembei: 07, 2005 


CAUFOHNIA HIGH-SPEED BAIL AUTHORITY 




Fteidedck Latham 
City of Santa Fc Springs 
11710 Telegraph Road 
Santa Fe Spjdngs. CA 90670-3679 


KJB: CALIFORNLk HIGH-SPEED 


/ 

TRAIN - FINAL PROGRAM 


JT^-r-r^ 

Pcra4*> 

aa»-a /-t«Aoo*<s: 


ENVIRONMENTAL IMI’ACT REPORT A ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 


Deu Mi. Latham: 

The Califoraift High-Speed Rail Anthotiiy (Authority) and Federal B.aikottd Adminlsiiatioa (FRA) axe providing persons-who 
comi^ted on the Califonua High Speed Train Draft Program EIR/EIS widi a CD-ROM (Volume I, II, and 111) copy of 
the Final Program EnvixonracaiBl Impact Report / Errvironmeatal Impact SUtament (EIR/ELS). Attadunents provided 
’vtth some comments arc also available on CD-ROM (Attachments Co Volumc E, Response to Comments) by rec]*jest to the 
Authority. Panted copies of the Final Program EIR/5IS have been placed in main public libraries in the following cities: 
Anaheim, Bakersfield, Burb-ink, Escondido. Fremont, Fresno, GDcoy, Irvine, Los Angeles, Merced, Modesto, Mountain 
View, Norwalk, Oakland, Ciceanside, Ontario, P almdal e, Palo Ako, Riverside, Saccameiico, San Ocmente, San Diego, San 
Fiandsco, San Gabriel, San Jose, Santa aarita, Stockton, Sylmar, Temecula, and Tulare. The Final Program EIR/EIS anti 
other supporting information are also available on the Authority's website at: www.cahighspeedtaiLca.gQv. 

T he Authority is proposing a h^-speed train system to provide a safe and reliable mode of aavel that litiks major 
statewide meuopolitan areas. The Authority, with .the FRA, has prepared a Final Program EIR/EIS ta evaluate a system 
that would extend riom Sacrsmcaco and the San Francisco Bay Area in die north, through die Central Valley, to Los 
Angeles aud San Diego in the south. The Final Program EIR/EIS analyzes a proposed high-speed twin altctnadve and 
compares it with a No Projecr/No Action Alternative aud a Modal Alternative. In the Fin.al Program EIR/EIS, the 
Authority has identified and the FRA has concurred with preferred high-speed train corridors/general a^girments, general 
stahem locadons, recommended mitigadou strategies, rccominended design practices and further measures to guide 
development nf the high-speed train system at the project level to avoid and minimize potential adverse euviioumental 
impacts. The Authority anticipates starting a next tier program ETR/EIS to separately address the choice of a 
corridor/general allgnmcat liom the San Francisen Bay Area to the Central Valley. Should the proposed h%h-apccd train 
system be advanced, subsequent project level environmental review would Consider site-specific environmental impacts. 

The Fund Piogr^ EIR/ETS k being made available to the public in accordance with the California Environment^^t’?''^ 
Act atid the Natianal F.nvtronmental Policy Act prior to Authority and FRA’s derisions at the conclusion^ this program 
level cnvironmEnal review. At an Authority public Board Meeting to be held in Sacramento on Novemh^l, 2t]QSrirom 
3:00 to 6:00 PM and conrinued on November 2 at 9d)0 AM at eh* State Capitol Building, Senate Heariugl|8pmWffi,5^ 
Authority Board is expected to consider whether to cetrify the ETR/EtS. The FRA roay also issue a cecord^f dc^lbutou 
rhe EIR/EIS. Please call the Authority, (916) 324-1541, or check the Authority web site {www.calugbspecdraiLc£g^pfoE 
mote infonaatioii. ^ '1 i 

The Authority appreciates .die active partidpa dun by many of you in helping us craft the alternatives descriBedinj^^ijiJ^al 
Program EIS/EIR, and your comments were instrumental in providing us addirioualinfbnnatioa with whii^to ti5l&er the 
impacts of chose alternatives. We urge you to continue your participation in future phases of the high-spcc4|j?tain p^gjcain. 

liiiiceicly, __ y 

Mchdi Morshed 
Errnitive Director ^ 

v> ^ I /I k 


925 L Stroot, Suite 1425 Sacramento, CA 95814 916.324.1S41 fax 916.322.0827 

vvww.cahighspAedrall.ca.gov 
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Arnold Schwananagger 
Gavcmor 


March 13,2007 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
Gavarnor’s Office of Plannijig and Research 
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit 



Noticu of PreparatiDo 


CyntW.i Biyani 
Director 

HEceTv^D 

MAR 1 6 i'OO/ 

BY:_ I 


To: Reviewing Agcncieg 


Ra; I iOR Angelos (Union Station) to Orange County (Anaheim Regional Tr»n.spor(ation Intemodal Ceulei 

fARTIC]) High-Speed Train System, primarily along llie LOSSAN Rai 
SCH# 2007031067 


Attached for your review and comment is the Notice afPrepuniliun (NOP) for Ihe Los Angelos (Union Station) to 
Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) High-Speed Train System, primarily 
along the LOSSAN Roi draft Environmental Impact Report (fflR). 

Responsible agencies must transmit their comiueiils on the scope and coutait of the NOP, focusing on specific 
infbmiatiou leluled to their own statutory resnonsihilitv. within 30 days of receipt of Ihe NOP fiom the Lead Ap.bdcv. 
This is a courtesy notice provided by the Slate Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to conuiieiil in a timely 
maimer. We encourage other ageaicies to also respond to ihis notice and express their concerns early in tlw 
cnviromncntal review process. 

Please direc t your coinineuls to: 


Mr. Dan Leavitt 

Califuruia High Speed Rail Anthority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

with a copy to the State CIcaringliouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number 
noted above injrll coircspondeuce concerning tilts project. 

If yon have any questions about tlic environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at 
(916) 445-0613. 


Sincerely, 




Scon Morgan 

Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse 


Attachments 
cc; Lead Agency 


UOOTENa'H STREET P.O. BOX !UM4 .9ACRAMENTO, CAUPOliNlA 78812-3044 
TEI.,(916)44S-««1S PAX (OlB) 323-3018 vrww.opi.CJi.gov 
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Document Details Report 
State Ctearingtioiise Data Base 


SCHIt 
Project Title 
Lead Agency 


2007031o$r 

Lo3 Angeles {Union Station) to Orange County (Anaheim Regional Tfaiispurtatiun Inlermodal Canter 
(ARTICD Higli-Speed Train System, primarily along tiie LOSSAN Ral 
High Speed Rail AuUwiily, Calilomla 


Typo NOP Notice of Preparation 

Description The need for a high-speed (rain (HST) system is directly related to tha axpected growth In population, 
and increases In intercity travfil demand In California over the next twenty years and beyond. Wilh 
growth In travel domand, tlrero will be an Increase In travel delays arising from the growing congostion 
on Calilotnla's highways and al airports. In addition, there will be negative effects on the economy, 
qiiallty of life, and air quality in and around California's metropolitan areas from a transportation system 
that will become less reliable as travel demand increases. The Intercity highway system, commercial 
airports, and convanBonal passenger rail serving the Irrterdly travel market are currently operating at or 
near capacity, and will require largo public investments for maintenance and expansion to meat 
existing domand and future growth. The purpose of llie profrased HST system Is to provide a new 
moda of high-speed Intercity travel that would link the major metropolitan areas of tlie stale; Interface 
wilh intemaUonal airports, mass transit, and liighways; and provide added capacily to meet increases 
in Intercity travel demand in California In a manrver sensiliva to and protective of California's unique 
natural resources. 


Lead Agency ContacI 


Nome 

Mr. Dan 1 .navitt 


Agency 

California 1 ligh Speed Rail Authority 


Phone 

(S16) 322-1397 

Fax 

etoBlI 

commerils@hsr.ca.gov 


Address 

925 L Street, Suits 1425 


City 

Saaamento 

State CA Zfp 95814 


Project Location 
County Orange 
City 
Region 
Cross Streets 
Parcel No. 

rownship Range Section Base 


Proximity to; 

Highways 
Airports 
Ralhvays 
Waterways 
Schools 
Land Use 


Project Issues Public Services; Noise; AesthntIc/VIsnaIr Tralfic/Circulation; Recreallon/Parks; Archacologlc-Hielon'c: 

GeologicfSelsmtc; Flood Plain/Flooding; Water Quality; Welle ndfRiparian; Slological Resources; 
Landuso; Agricultural Land 


Reviewing Resources Agency; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Parks and Recreaiion; Department 
Agencies of Water Resources; Department of Hsh and Game, Region 5; Native Americarr Heritage Commission; 
Public Utnib'es Commission; Caltrano, Division of Aeronautics; Callrarrs, Division of Transportai'on 
Planning; California Highway Paltol; Caltians, District 12; Air Resources Board, Transportation 
Projects; Department of Toxic Biibslanrns Control; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4; 
Regional Water Quality Control Board. Region 8 


Note: Blanks in data fields result from Insufficient informafion provided bv lead agency. 
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Document Details Report 
State Clearinghouse Data Base 

OatB RBceiveii 03/12/2007 Start of Revlaw 03/12/2007 End of Review 04/11/2007 


Note: Blanks In data fields result from irisuflidenl Information provided hv lead agenev. 
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U.S, Department of 
Hameland Seciirity 

United States j 
Coast Guard /i 


Commaiidw 
OlsUlul Eleven 


U.S. CoosI Ouard Island. Bldg SB-2 
Alcmioda. CA 94501-5100 
Stall Symbol: (dpw) 

Ptiona: (SID) 437-3614 
Fax; <510) 43/-6838 


16590 

Mitrdi 15,2007 


California Higb Speed Rail Authority / MAR » « / 

Los iVngeles - Orange County L ^ ’007 / 

Attn: Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director 

925 L Street, STE 1425 / 

Sacramento, CA 95814 ^ 

Dear Mr, Leavitt; 

Please include the Coast Guard Bridge Office concerning the Notice of Intent to Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the .section of the California High Speed Rail 
Authority’s proposed Califomia lEgh-Speed Train (HST^ System, from the City of Us AngoicB 
to Orange County, for all bridge related issues ovei- existing or proposed navigable waters of the 
United States. 

'J'he General Bridge Act of 1946 requires that the location and plans for bridges over navigable 
waters of the United States be approved by the Commandant, LT. S. Coast Guard prior to 
commencing construction- 

Coast Guard Bridge permitting is subject to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and 
the Coast Guard should be invited to participate as a cooperating agency for NEPA, during the 
development of the draft environmental document for the project 

Applications for bridge iicmiitB should be addressed to Commander, Eleventh Coast Guard 
Dishrict, Bridge Section, Bldg 50-2, Coast Guard Island, .^lanicda, C.A 94501. Applications are 
available on-line at: http:/ywww.uscg.mil/hq/g-4Vg-oot/g-opt.htm . The appHcation must be 


Sinccroly, 


mvm H. suLoupp^ j 
Qiicf, Bridge Scctioiv<--^ 

Eleventh Coast Guard District 
By direction the District Commander 


Copy: USAGE, Los Angeles District 
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RacholJA/anincj^ 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


Pe9_S01ensBn@l5lm.gov 
Monday, April 09,2007 12:1C PM 
Comments 

Los Angeles - Orange County High Speed Train System 


Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director, 

ATTN. Los Angeles-'Orange County, California High-Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425, Sacramento, CA 95814 


In response to this Enviromrental Review, Notice of Intent to Prepare 
project level Environmental Impact Statement (EI5) and project level 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the section of the Authority’s 
proposed California High-Speed Train (HST) System froin the City oP Los 
Angeles (Union Station) to Orange County (Anaheim). The Bureau of Land 
Management has no comment, the agency does not need to provide technical 
assistance, and has no need to participate in this project from a NEPA 
standpoint. The Bureau has no special expertise or jurisdiction. Thank 
you for the opportunity to provide a review. 

As stated in the notice, comments are made directly to the designated 
contact for NEPA/ER Reviews with a cc to the DOI-OEPC. 

Peg Sorensen "v*' 

Senior Planning Analyst, NEPA 

Washington Office Division of Planning & Science Policy 
202-452-©364 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

District 12 

3337 Mfchclson Oriva, Suita 380 
Irvmi:,CA92fil2-8B!)4 
Tel. (949) 724-22C7 
Fax; (949) 724-2302 


Awwn i a5.r HW AnrGNCOOeil. C OT'tnir.i 


flex )'em'pmvarl 
Be energy efficieitll 



RKCEIVEU 
APR 1 6 2007 
RV- 


FAX & MAIL 


April 11,2007 


Mr. Dan Leavitt 

Al'TN: Ijos Angeles to Orange County HST 
California High-Speeri Rail Aulhorily 
HS L Street, .Suite 1425 
Sacramento, California 95814 


File; IGR/CEQA 
SCH#: 2007031067 
Log#: 1844 
SR-57, SR-91, SR-39 


Subject: Los Angeles to Orange County Higli-Speetl Train System 


Dear Mr. Leavitl; 


Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of 
Project Level EIR/EIS for the Los Angeles (Union Station) to Orange County (Anaheim 
Regional Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) High-Speed Train System. The 
California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) proposes to construct, operate and maintain a 
700-niilt: long (1,126-kilumeter long) electric-powered steel-wheel-on-atecl-rail High-Speed 
Train (HST) system capable of speeds in excess of 200 miles per hour(mph) on dedicated, fully 
grade-separated tracks, with state-of-the-art safety, signaling, and automated bain control 
systems, t he Los Angeles to Orange County corridor selected by the Authority and Federal Rail 
Adminisbntion (FRA) witli the statewide program EIR/EIS follows the existing BNSF/Metrolink 
rail corridor (also known as the LOSSAN Corridor) from Los Angeles Union Station as tar soudi 
as Irvine. The Los Angeles to Orange Comity HST Project Level EIR/EIS will only consider H.ST 
service as far south as Analicim. HST service between Anaheim to Irvine may be considered 
separately in the future by tlie Authority. 

Cnltraus District 12 is n responsible agency on tlus project, and has the following comments: 

1, TrafGc Operations requests all applicants to use tlie Highway Capacily Manual (MCM) 
method outlined in the latest version when analyzing traffic impacts on Stale Transportation 
Facilities. TIh; use of HCM is preferred by Caltrans because it is an operational analysis as 
opposed to the Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) method, which is a plamung analysis. 
In the case of projects that have direct impacts on the state’s facilities Caltrans recommends 
that the traffic impact analysis be based on HCM method. Should the project require an 
encroachment permit, traffic opcraliom! may find the Traffic Impact Study based on ICU 
methodology inadequate resulting in possible delay of a permit by Caltrans. All input sheets, 
assumptions and volumes on Stale Facilities including ramps and intersection analysis should 
be submitted to Calhana for review and approval 

2. If any project work (B.g. storage of materials, street widening, emergency access 
improvements, sewer connections, sound walks, storm drain construction, street connections, 
elc.) occurs in the vicinity of tlie Caltrans Riglit-of-Way, nu eucroaclimenC permit would be 


'*CuJU’nm itirffTwesmoiMlityactvss Vafi/drpfa'’ 




required and envimrinieulul concerns must be adequately addressed. Tf Ihe ciiviiunmenlal 
docunieailalion tor the project does not meet Caltrims requirements, additional dnciuncnlation 
(e.g. Native Amencan Heritage Commission consultation for cultural resources) would be 
required before approval of the ciicroaclimenl peirnil. For Projects on our Right-ot-Way, 
Caltrans has the authority to tiiaintain or delegate Lead Agency status for CKQA- Please 
coordinate with Caltrans to meet rcx]uiremenls for any work within or near Oltrans Right-of- 
Way. For specific details on Caltrans Encroachment Permits procedure, please refer to 
Caltrans Encroachment Pennits Manual, Seventh Edition. This Manual is availaljle on the 
web site: www.d ot.ca .gQv/hq/fraflbDs/dcvelopscrv/Dermits . (See Attachmeni: EnviranmPHtiU 
Review Requirements far Encroaefunent Permits), 

3. Due to the proximity ol'tlie project to the SR-57, SR-91, and SR-39, llie finviroiimonlal 
Document should identify any and all potential permanent and temporary impacts to the State 
Facilities, including but not limited to, visual (lighting, signage, etc), traffic (access to 
ramps), grading, and storm water runoff. 

4. Item S in our previous comment letter dated June 30, 2004 for the Program EIR/EIS is still 
standhig and Bliould be addressed. The impact on tlie state ti-ansportation system should be 
evaluated based on Caltrans Traffic hnpact Study (TIS) Quideline.s which is available at: 
htt p.7/issc „dot_ca.go v/u-afoiWdvsrv/JaDuarv2Q0].pdf Appropriate mitigation measures, if 
applicable, are to be proposer! and submilled for our review and comment. More spccLQcally, 
Ihc study should address tlie issue when riders transferring from one mode of transportation 
to another. For ease of reference, item 8 from our previous comment letter is provided below. 

We would like to see a di.scu.sstou about the impacts to Caltrans Facilities (e.g. 
encroachment into Right of Way). Also, please include a discussion on support 
facilities, i.e. Park and Ride lots, transit courjoclious, modal connections from flie 
freeways systems in Orange County. 

3. Please coordinate with those listed in the Pragrani HIR/BIS for California IlS f System, the 
OCTA I.ong Range Transportation Plan (Tran.sit secliou), and the 1-5 Major Investment 
Study (MIS) to evaluate the project elements. 

6. High Speed Train Uacks must be grade separated due to the fact Thai Ihe velocity and 
momentum of a high-.specd train would allow much smaller margin of error for both train 
operators and drivers, wliich could cause severe accidents. 

7 All work within the State Riglil of Way must conform to Caltrans Shmdord Plaits and 
Standard Specifications for Water Pollution Control, iucliiding production of a Water 
Pollution Conirol Program (WPCP) or Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as 
required. Any runoff draining into Caltrans Right of Way from construction operations, or 
from the resulting project, cannot bo approved by Dintrict \2 Environmental Planning. 
Mea.sures must be incorporated to contain all vehicle loads and avoid any tracking of 
materials, which may fall or blow onto Callrams roadways or facilities. Please note that all 
projects involving soil disturbance activities should pay extra attention to storm water 
pollution control rluring the “Rainy Season” (October I’*' - April 30*) and follow the Water 
Pollution Control BMPs to minimize impact to the receiving waters. (.Jr-e Attachment: iVatcr 
Pnlliitinn Control Provisions) 

8. All encroachment into Caltrans Right-of-Way for the proposed HST system should be clearly 
noted in the Hnvironmental Document, At all encroachments into Caltrans Right-of-Way, all 
permanent treatment BMP.s that arc to be incorporated in order to comply with all federal. 

"Calirimi IvipnKfetmoitlliy across Call/orniii'' 
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state, and local water quality regulatinna need lo be dearly described. All potential temporary 
impacts lo water quality during construction should he noted This includes, but is not limited 
to: 

i) List all potential receiving water bodies ibr any lueas where construction may 
occur within Caltrans Right-of-Way, incliKling any special concerns of those 
water bodies, such as the presence of wetlaucls, 303(d) listed water bodies and/or 
any TIvIDL's, building over/hi a water body, sensitive habitat, or any othei 
condition which w'ould make tlie location environmentally sensitive. 

ii) Areas of potential dewatering operations. 

iii) Any required water quality related pennils, such as 401, 404, dewatering, 
Elreambed alteration, ADL muse, or any oilier water quality related permit 

iv) Type and size of dedicated rail grade .sejtarations, and proposed security features, 
such as the installation of fencing and/or maintenance access. 

v) Any modifications to existing drainage systems. 

vi) Depth to giound water. 

vii) Any potential soil contamination, such as ADL or any other contimiitiales. 

viii) Identification of potential contaminates and their source. 

ix) Listing of what temporary BMP/miligalion measures fiiat may be implemcmed lo 
ensure water quality and conformance to all federal and state w'ater quality related 
laws. 

x) Cumulalivc areas of Disturbed Soil Areas (DSAs) for each separate location of 
eiiCFOaclunent. 

Please continue to keep us informed of tliis project and any future developments, which could 
potentially impact the Stale Transportation Facilities. If you have any questions or need to 
contact us, please do not hesitate to call Zhongping (John) Xu at (949) 724-2338. 


Weoko 

Ryan Chamberlain, Branch Chief 

Local Dcvciopment/Intcrgovemmental Review 


ir Terry Roberts, Office of Planning and Research 


itnprovrs moMJity across Cffitforafa*' 


Page H-12 



ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW REQUIREMENTS FOR ENCROACHMENT PERMITS 

Any Party, outside orCaltrans, dial does work on a State Hrghu'ay or Interstate Highway in CaUfoniia needs l« apply for an 
encroachment permit. I'o acquire any encroochment permit, environraental concerns must be addresseti. Environmental 
eview of encroacliaienl permit applications may take 3 weeks if the application is complete or longer if the application is 
incomplete. For .?oil disturbing flciivities (e g. geotechnical borings, grading, usage of unpaved roads from which dirt and other 
materials may be tracked onto Uic Stalc/Inlcr.state highways, etc.), compliance with Water Quality and Cultural Resources 
Pmvi.sions are emphasized Surveys may/ may uot be soil-distuibiug activities, depending on the site and survey method. 


A eoiuplctc upplicution for environmeatol review (nehides the following; 

1. If an envixonmentol documcnl (CE, EIR/EIS, ND, etc,) l>a.s been completed lot the project, copy of the final, uppruvctl document 
must be submitted with the application. 

2. Water Quality Provision: All work wthin the State Right of Way must conform to Caltiaus Standard Plans and Standard 
Specifications for Water Pollution CuiiUul including produelion of a Water VolIntioTi Control Program or Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan as required. The applicant must provide Encroachments witli a copy of Uic Storm Water Po llution 
Prevenlinn Plan fSWPPPI i ncludina Best Mauagciaenl Praclicea (BMPs) to he implemented for construction activities 
impacting Cullruns Right of Way, prepared for this as required by the NPDES Statewide Storm Water Permit for General 
Construction Aclivitie.s. If no SWPPP has been prepared for this project, then the applicant mu.st foHow the tequtremeiils 
described in the allaclied Wulci Pollution Control Provisions (please see attachment). 

3. Cultural Resouces Provisions: If not included in the environinemnl document, before permit approval and 
project constmetion, tlie encioachmeuC permit upplicanl must complete a Cidtuyj^ Res ource AMcssmenl oursuaiii 
to Caltrans Environmental Handbook, Volume 2, Appendix B-I, and Exhibit 1, us amended. The Cultural 
Hesources Assessment ascertains the presence or absence of cultural resources within a one'-mfle radius of 
Uie project area uiul evaluates the impact to any htstorical/cultiiral resource- Culluial Resources include "those 
resources significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, and culnire, including Native American 
Resources" (Caltrans Environmental Handbook, Volume 2. Chaplerl, as amended)!. The Cultural Resource 
Assessment must include: 

a) a clear project description and map indicating project work, staging areas, site access, etc.; 

b) a Record Search conducted at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) located at California Stale 
Uiuvcrsity, Fullerton. Formformatirm rjill (714) 278-5395; 

c) proof of Native American consultabor. Consiilfsrion involves contacting the Native American Herilage 
Commission (NAHC), requesting a search of thek Sacred Lauds File, and following The recommendations 
provided by tiic NAHC. For information call (916) 653-1082, 

d) doeumentutiou of any historic propcrtjcB-(a.g. prehistoric and hisioric sites, buildings, structuies, objccls, or 
distneb: listed on, eligible for, or potentially eligible foi listhig on the National Register of Historic Places) witltin 
a one mile lodius of the project area: 

e) and a survey by qualified mclmeologist for all areas that have not bocn previously researched. 

The SCCIC and NAHC hove an approximate turn around time of 2 weeks. 

*1 Biological Resources Provisions: Work conducted within Caltrans Right of Way should have the appropriate 
plant and ^shldlifc surveys completed by u qualified biologist. If the information is not included in Uie 
envii oumcnlal document, Environmenul Planning requests tliat the applicant submit a copy of the biological 
study, -survey, or technical report by a qualified biologist Lbat provides details on tlia existing vegetation and 
wildlife at Itie project site and any vegetation that is to be removed during project activities. Official lists and 
databases should also be consulted fot sensitive species such ns the Califontia Natural l>iversity Database and lists 
provided by the tJ.S. Fish and Wildlife Rervice and thr Califinmfa nepaTtmpiii of Fish and Game. Any impacts 
that affcci waterways and drainages and/or open space during construction, or that occur iirdirectly as a lesult 
of the project must be coordinated with the appropriate resource agencies. As guidance, we ask that the 
applicant include. 

a) cleai description of project activities and the project site, 

b) completed environmental significance checklist (not just yes and no answers, but a description should he given as lo ilii 
rea.son for the resptonse), 

c) staging/siorage areas noted on project plans, 

d) proposed lime of year for work and duration of activities (with iafornmlioa available), 

c) any proposed mitigation (if applicable to the project), 

0 and a record of any prior resource agency correspondence (if upplieublc lo die project). 
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ATTACHIVrENT 
CALTRANS DISTRICT 12 
NPDES PROVISIONS 

National Pollntaut Discliarge Eiiiuiuatjon System 

Any runoff draining into Caltrans Right of Way must fully conform to the current dischajge 
requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) to avoid tinpacting water 
quality. Pennittcc sliall Jully conform to the requirements of the Citrons Statewide National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Storm Water Permit, Order No. 99-06-DWQ, 
NPDES No. CAS000003, adopted by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) on 
July 15, 1999, in addition to the BMPs specified in the Caltrans Storm Water Management Plan 
(SWMP). VtTien applicable, the Permittee will also coiifonn to tiie requirements of the General 
NPDES Permit for Construction Activities, Order No. 99-08-DWQ, NPDES No. CAS000002, 
and any subsequent General Permit in effect at tlie time of issuance of dhs Encroaclunent Permit. 
Tliese permits regulate storm water and non storm water discharges associated with year-round 
constiuction activities. 

Please note that project activities should pay extra attention to storm water pollution control 
dunng the “Rainy Season" (October I*’ - May 1*‘) and follow the Water Pollution C.ontrol BMPs 
to minimize impact to receiving waters. Measures must be incorponded to contain all vehicle 
liiad.s and avoid any tracking of materials, which may fell or blow onto Caltrans Right of Way. 

For all projects resulting in 0.4 hectares (1 acre) or more of soil distui hancc or otherwise subject 
to tlie NPDES program, the Contractor will develop, implement, and maintain a Stonn Water 
Pnllniion Prevention Plan (SWPPP) conforming to tlie requirements of the Caltrans Specification 
Section 7-1.01 G “Water Pollution Control”, tlie Department’s Statewide NPDES Pennit, the 
General NPDES Permit for Construction ActiAdties, and tJie Storm Water Quality Handbooks 
“Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and Water Pollution Control Program 
(WPCP) Preparation Manual”, and “Construction Site Best Management Piacliccs (BMPs) 
Mamial” effective November 2000, and subsequent revisions. In addition, the SWPPP must 
coufonn to the requirements of tlie SWRCB Resolution No. 2001-046, the Sampling and 
Analytical Procedures (SAP) Plan. 

For all projects resulting in less than 0.4 hectares (1 acre) of soil disturbance or not otherwise 
subject to the rtxiuinanenls of the NPDES program, the Contractor shall develop, iinpicmcnl, and 
maintain a Water Pollution Control Program (WPCB) conforming to tiie requirements of the 
Department’.s SpecificalionB Section 7-1-.01G (Water Pollution Control), and the Storm Water 
Quality Handlxiok-s: “Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and Wafer PolliUioti 
Control Program (WPCP) Preparation Manual” and “Construction Site Best Managcrneiit 
Practices (BMPs) Manual” effective November 2000, and subsequent revisions. 

Copie.s of the Permits and the Construction Contractor’s Guide and Specifications of the Caltrans 
Storm Water Quality Handbook may be obtained fixim tlie Departmcni of Transportation, 
Material Operations Branch, Publication Distribution Unit, 1900 Royal Oaks Drive, Sacramento, 
California 95815, Telephone! (916) 445 3520. Copies of the Permits and Handbook are also 
available for review at Caltrans Distinct 12, 3347 Michelson Drive, Suite 100, Irvine, California 
92612, Telephone: (949) 724-2260. Electronic copies can be found at 

littp://www.doLca-uovyhQ/construc/stOTmwa t er.html 
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City of South (fste 

0650 CALIPOHNIA AVEKUd • SOUTH GATE, CA 90280-3075 • (323) 563-0502 

TAX(323) S69<2S7e* (miliiman^ogRlc.org 


April 18,2007 


Ms, Canie Poucvahidi, Deputy Direclor 
Attn: Palmdale-Los Angeles, CA. High-Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Saci’amento, Calitbmia 95814 

Mr. Dan J^eavitt, Deputy Diicclor 

Attn. Los Angeles to Orange County HST, CA High-Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, California 95X14 

Dear Ms. Pourvahidi and Mr, Lenvitt, 

I am writing to provide comments with respect to the scoping phase of the environmental 
review for the proposed litgh-spccd train service for intercity travel in Califontia. 

The City of South Gate is a member of Ihe Orangeline Development Authority {01.DA) 
which is exploring the development of a high-speed maglev train behveen Orange 
County, downtown I,os Angeles and Palmdale. OLDA has completed exteirsive 
feasibility study work aud is now working to secure public sector funding and private 
sector inve.stment for design and constnicdon of the system. The Authority .should 
review and consider the OLDA study product as a part of its planning and 
cnvironnicntai review process. 

Wc feel it is important for the California High-Speed Rail Authority to coordinate 
its planning efforts with OLDA to assure system compatibility and to reduce tlie 
overall public cost of planning, engineering and environmental review. One of the 
proposed OLDA station sites is located iu South Gate. The City is cuncntly undertaldng 
a major General Plan update and tl)e devclopracol of a multimbdal transit station in the 
community will be a part of tlie City’s new Plan. 

In 2006, I participated in a study visit to Shanghai, China, lo observe and ride on the 
maglev system operating tliere. During (hat visit, we met with Chinese government 
officials and project managers. Wc were impressed with the system and the very low 
noise created by the operation. Having worked in (he railroad industry, I Icnow that noise 
is a major issue with the operation of a rail-bascti train. It is difficult to imagine a 
heavy-rail-bascd, high-.speed train operation that would not result in a significant 
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aoLse impact upon the community through which it operates, lliis issue should be 
given careful and extensive attention in your cnvirouiucntal study. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project during this Scoping Phase. 



cc: South Gate Mayor and City Council 
A1 Perdon, OLDA 
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©METROLINK 


SOUTHBRN OUTORNIA Rf'C.tONAI, RaH, AimiORlTY 


April 20,2007 


Mr. Dan Leavitt 
Deputy Director 

California HigTi Speed Rail Aulhorily 
025 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


Mnubts AKUidtA; 

Los Aog^les County 
MdniimllUii *liujc^urLiliiiti 

Ocu]^ Qjuitly 
Tcantpcitadon Authority 
vrrtidi* {'ntinly 
Tr4nspoi1at>on Comn'ibfilon. 
0cTnrtfrih)P 

Assodated GovtiTviienfs. 
VenhJTo County 

TcunspmtabCMi CuniMtltflaim. 

Ex Offido Mfunbedr. 
Soulhant CnUfumia 
Assodndon of CoNtmmentt. 

Sau AvtfinnKnn 
OfCovemroents 
Slate! Ilf LViltTtiniia. 


Re: Enviromneotal Impact Sialemenl for ihe California High Speed Train System From 
1.03 Angeles to Oiarige Coiuily, CA 


Dear Mr. Leavitt: 


The purpose of this letter is to highlight issues that need to be addressed on several topics 
associated with the development of Ihe scope of the Environmental Impact Report/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the California High Speed Train System. 
Our cotmneuls arc based upon the Notice of Intent issued by the Federal Railinad 
Administration (FRA) U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) on March 15,2007. 

The Southern Cahfomia Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) is a California joint powers 
aulhorily which is the operator of MetroUnk commuter rail service and, acting ibr our 
niember ugencies, operates and maintalus railroad right-of-way in the six county area 
utilized by our commuter rail service, Amtralc Pacific Surftiner and long distance service, 
and Union Pacific and Burlington Northern Santa Fe freight seivice. Our five member 
agencies o^vn the rights necessary to operate commuter rail on existing rights-of-way. As 
a procedural matter, wc draw your attention to tlie mandatory consulting provisions of 
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15086, which indicates, among its other relevant 
requuumeuta, dial SCRRA, as well as a number of its public agency members and city 
and county station locations are covered by the mandatory consultation requirements of 
diis section. In addition, the SCRRA, our member agencies, and city and county station 
owners will need to approve zoning, construction and operating entitlements, and aic 
therefore respon-sible agencies for purposes of CEQA. Further, SCRRA staff offeis 
specific geograpliic and technical expertise in tlie 5-county Metrolink service area. 

At this time, the SCRRA Board has three substantive areas of concei n: Service 
ConipctitioD and impacts on Metrolink stations and surrounding communities, Right-of- 
way / Constniction Conflicts, and MetroUnk Subsidy / Operating and Capital Cost 
Impacts. 


700 S. Flower Str eet 2f.lh Floor t,oa CA 90017 Tcl {2131 *53.0200 fax 1213] 452.0425 

urww.meirnlinkl rxins.eom 
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A number of our concerns were raised in earlier correspondence, including August 2004 
conunents. Most of the Authority's responses to Metroliiik's conceras in that process 
concluded that Metrolink's concerns needed to be addressed at the project level analysis 
and that the Authority would work closely with SCRR A should project level analysis go 
forwaul Now that we are at the project level review for CEQA purposes, SCRRA 
anticipates that a schedule for such close cooperation will be established in the near 
future so that the Authority can address the concenia in this letter and others which may 
arise during the review process well before rhe release of the draft for public review. We 
request you set up a schedule to allow for regular clironological and milestone 
consultation during the EFS/EJR process. 

Further, the Program EIR findings, mitigation nieasures and Slatranent of Ovem'ding 
Considerations are based only upon the Program level analysis by their own terms, 
Therefore, SCRRA anticipates that the evaluation at the project level will be at a 
completely new level of substantive analysis so that the Authority will have substantial 
evidence in the record on which decisions can nic made and which can adequately 
support any project level findings. 

The concerns that should be addressod in our three broad interest areas are summarised 
below. 

Service Competition - Separate analyses are required to cleariy understand the poteulial 
competitive and complementary service issues between Metrolink and High Speed Train 
service. To be complementary, the Metrolink service will have to be heated a,s an 
independent commute!- rail operation and as an inter-city feeder service to the ne«' state 
high-speed tnmlc line. Complementary operating plans and common station access 
elements must be developed. The impacts of the High Speed Train system on 
Metrolink’s potential to grow consistent with the adopted 2007 SCRRA Stiatogic 
Assessment must be con.sidercd in the ETR/EIS. 

Eighty-eight percent of Metrolink riders who formerly made the trip, drove alone or 
caipooled before switching to Metrolink. By taking these cars off tire road, Metrolink has 
a sigmficant beneficial environmental impact to air quality and freeway congestion. We 
are concerned tliat the High Speed Train system, by limiting our growto capacity, 
limiting access to our stations, or by increasing our operating costs or subsidies, will limit 
our abilitj' to meet projected rideisliip demand and to continue to divert automobile trips. 
The environmental documentation for the High Speed Train system will have to address 
the potential for the new service to create an adverse enviromnental impact. 

The Metrolink stations are owned by the local cities or the SCRRA member agencies, not 
by the SCRRA. Station cities that are continuing to invest in what are proposed to be 
joint Metrolink / High Speed Train stations would be faced with a quantum increase in 
station access issue.s and operational costs. These jurisdictions are already experiencing 
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community and Ilitanciiil impacts as their stations approach design capacity. The new 
demand would exceed current capacity at proposed shared stations and csould cause 
current MetroHnlc riders to divert to nomHST stations in the corridor, thus ercating 
spillover parking issues. The impact of this added burden on these cities would have to 
be considered in order for the High Speed Train project to accurately reflect the 
additional capital cost to expand street and highway access, station parking and transit 
facilities and the ongoing subsidy required to operate the expanded stations and/or the 
greatly increased transit access. We strongly suggest tliat you communicate directly ivith 
the potentially affected jurisdictions. The cities potentially affected by the HST stations 
include Los Angeles, Norwalk, Santa Fe Springs, Buena Park, Fullerlon, and Anaheim. 

The issues that must be addressed in the EIR/HIS are listed below: 

a. The impact of Metrolink rider diversion to tlie High Speed Train System 

b. The impact of the High Speed Train sy.stem on growth of Metrolink due to both 
physical and flnancial constraints on Metioliuk’s ability to expand service 

c. The impact of the High Speed Train system on growth of goods movement by rail 
and SCRRA member agencies needs to describe ownership and financial 
responsibility for construction and operation of stations, including platforms, 
parldng, customer infomiation systems, ticket vending systems, security, and 
federal common carrier obligations due to physical and financial constraints on 
Metrolinlc 

d. The impact of the higli speed train system on joint station access requirements 
(must consider both parking and transit feeder needs) 

e. Additional cost.s and impacts in the vicinity of station locations related to street 
and highway congestion 

f. Since this will be an FRA safety-regulated operator, identification of construction 
requirements and costs aud increased operating costs unique to such an operation 
must be addressed. 

g. FRA requirements and limitations for shared use of Metrolink-dispatched lines 
that carry commuter and high-speed passenger and freight services must also be 
addressed and in particular the use of compliant or non-compliant vehicles In 
shared corridors. 

Rjght-of-w'av t Construefion Conflicts — Segments of the Hi^ Speed Train technology 
wdll require a dedicated right-of-way, aud will likely be constructed on aerial structure 
with aerial stations above Metrolink aud freight tracks. Other segments of the High 
Speed Train network, in congested urban corridors, may be operated on either a shared 
corridor or even a shared track Ijasis with capital investment necessary to allow higher- 
speed train operations consistent with FRA regulations. Design coordination is required 
with the owners of the rights-of-way, Amtrak, Caltrans, the commuter and freight 
operators, and the station owners during the scoping of the EER/BIS. Specific issues 
related to SCRRA right-of-way include the following; 
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a. Adopted regional plans call for MelroIinJc service lo grow fiom 42,000 dally 
riders to more about 100,000 daily riders by 2020, increased Amtralc intercity 
senvice and frelglil irain growth. To accommodate this growth, SCRRA and the 
otlier railroad owners will need to expand track capacity. Tlie construction ofa 
new High Speed Train structure and/or intcgi-ation of High Speed rail into at- 
gradc track facilities on existing rail right of way will require the use of valuable 
and irreplaceable rail corridor property that could have otherwise been used to 
expand conventional rail service facilities. The detailed design of the High Speed 
Train system must actually re-design the whole rail corridor for this combination 
of uses, and must recognize the ultimate build-out of the conventional system as 
described in Lhe SCRPA Strategic Assessment adopted by the SCRRA Board on 
January 26,2007 and available on the Metro h'nk website at 
www.metrolinktrains.coni . Some of the details to consider it) these designs are 
impacts on parallel and transverse utilities (buried and aerial), sight lines for 
signals and stations, passenger access to stations, future additional tracka, rail 
corridor maintenance equipment and maintenance personnel access, acts where 
(he design forces tracks closer to adjoining sensitive reoeptois. 

b. The no-build alternative must include tliose funded projects in design or 
construction along these corridors. These projects include llie Callrans/BNSF 
triple track project between Los Angeles and Fullerton and the Orange County 
Transportation Authority (OCfA) improvements between Fullerton and Laguna 
Niguel to support 30-niinute headways between these Iwo stations. 

c. Caltrans, BNSF, Amtrak, and Metrolink have developed a concept for building up 
the BNSF corridor to four tracks from Los Augdes lo Fullerton with passenger 
service generally on tlie two .souUi tracks and freight service on the two north 
tracks (however all tracks would be available lo all opcralors for purposes of 
detours around work or delivery of local Orcighl). This foiir-irack configuration 
should be the starting point for any discussion on adding HSR service to this line. 

d- The SCRRA, Amtrak, and BNSF should continue fo enjoy the utility of the two 
tracks, at a minimum 79 MPH operations, on the west bank of the Los Angeles 
River. 

e. Other projects such as tlie Alternatives Analysis for lhe Harbor Subdivision also 
access LAUS from Redondo Juncrioii. These studies should be addressed. 

f. The California DOT has adopted and environmentally cleared plans for “run thru” 
tracks (unfunded as of March, 20(37) soutli of Onion Station. The HSR project 
should either avoid impacting the a.s-designed project or sliould include an 
alternate project of similar utility. 

g. For those segments of tlie High Speed Tram network, in congested urban 
corridors, that may be operating in mixed traffic, the EIR/EIS must address the 
impacts on both pas.senger and freight rail service of the shared use of existing rail 
rights-of-way. The issues related to operating FRA compatible or non-compatible 
equipment on a shared corridor or shared track basis and operating California 
PUC compliant platforms atid horizontal and vertical clearances should be 
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determined very early in the project development process and before prelittiioary 
track alignment and station conrigurations are detemined. Some but not all of the 
impacts to be. addressed will include: 

- FRA regulation, 

- use of compliant or non-compliant vehicles for both the shared track and 
shared corridor scenarios, 

- constraints on growth of existing passenger and freight rail services, 

- SCRRA member agency common canier obligations, 

- competition between these modes, and 
• operational impacts. 

California PUC regulations regarding veitical and horizontal clearances 
including those regulalioiM specifically pertaining to plalfoims. 

h. The rail access to Los Angeles Union Station must also be studied very carefully. 
There are already several different projects proposing to access this station. The 
railroad right-of-way into the station is alre^y Utuiled. Tlio feasibility of 
constructing then operating and maintaining an HSR elevated station and 
concourse over an extremely busy rail lenninal with existing (racks and platforms 
served by diesel locomotive trainsets niiisl be thoroughly considered. In addition, 
ihc idea of dropping tens oFthoiisands of High Speed Train passengers into Union 
Station must include potentially significant improvements to the pedestrian, 
baggage, and transit connection services. This may be slightly mitigated if Los 
Angeles is not an end poiid lenninal {c.g. (he line continues toward LAX) as the 
station tracks would not be lidd by (rains awaiting servicing and turning for retun] 
trips. 

i. The impact on Meholink sesrvices during construction of the High Speed Traiii 
stations and cooixlinatton of construction without significantly disrupting tlie 
existing service at Metrolirik Stations also needs to be carefully addressed iti the 
EIR/EIS. Construction staging plans should ensure the construction does not 
materially interfere with the passenger flows at stations. 

j. Similarly the construction impacts of the High Speed Train system on both 
SCRRA and freight operations must be carefully addressed in the EIR/EIS. 
Construction staging plains should ensure the construction docs not materially 
interfere with the operating speeds and number of available tracks of the corridors 
during all stages of constmetion and docs not place imdue burden on MetroJink’s 
ability to provide resources (equipment, flag persons, signal and track 
maintenance forces, engineering review and approval) to support the project As a 
general rule any construciiou activity involving excavations, structures, or 
significant grading or relatixl activities which is closer than 30 feet to an exi.sting 
(or future built track) could pose a significant impact on ongoing operations. In 
order to avoid impacts to ongoing Metrolink operations, most of the construction 
work within the rail corridor will occur at ni^t and on weekends during wlien rail 
traffic levels are lessened. The impacts of performing this nighttime and weekeud 
work should be clearly defined. 
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k. Adding Overhead Catenary System (OCS) to these joint passcaiger and freight 
eoiridors may have severe institutional and cost impacts, wliich must be addressed 
if proposed. 

l. Other considerations for shared ase of traejes are platform height^ ride quality, and 
right of way security. Kumpean HSR trains use platforms that are floor height 
(approximately one meter above tlic rail), however clearance requirements for 
tracks used by freight trains prohibit such platforms in California. High platforms 
do offer the safest, quickest boarding. Station bypass tracks for freight trains and 
separate platfonns for conmiutcr and regional trains on the bypass tracks may be 
required. 

m. The primary design element of typical high-speed operation is that it is 
completely grade separated from highway (and pedestrian) traffic. If an existing 
railroad corridor is used for a High Speed Train route, the grade separation effort 
must result in separating ^ rail lines from conflicting traffic. These design 
criteria should include station and platform access. Failure to grade separate all 
rail lines will result in a pennaiuail grade crossing conflict, since with the High 
Speed Ttain line separated, there will most often be no other possible veitical or 
horizontal area in which to adjust the street or existing track profile. This inipo 3 »» 
an unacceptalile burden on the community (risk of accident, noise, fraffic delay) 
and on tlie rail operators (accident, liability, speed constraints) and a significant 
potential growth constraint. 

n. ROW availability must be considered not only for MetrolinJc, but also for freight 
expansion (double tracking, station conflicts) or any other transportation priorities 
of ROW owners 

o. Tlie EIR/EIS should address engineering feasibility of any partial tisc of any 
exi.sting ROW. 

p. Environmental impacts of constructing outside the existing ROW will need to be 
addressed- 

q. The EIR/EIS must addre&s the impact of shade, shadow, noise and vibration in 
non-industiial areas. 

The corridors owned by SCRRA member agencies were conveyed by their nrigitial 
owners, the freight i-aftroads, with the perpetual nght to continue their freight hu.<nnc8s. 
Some of these lines are a part of the Strategic Network as identified by tlie U.S. 
Department of Defense. All arc a part of tlie regional and national economy. Even lines 
that do not see heavy daily freighl traffic are important redundant lines that arc vital to 
continued goods movemcm when operating problems (fires, floods, wrecks, cartlu|uakes) 
disrupt other lines. The general trend in rail freight traffic is increasing. The HSR 
project cannot diminish the utility of these corridors to continue to perform their goods 
movement function. Fjiaraples of freight considerations include grade (c.g. at highway 
separation projects), signal placement, freight customer access backs, and clear length of 
freiglit sidiiig.s. 
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The exclusive use of existing rail corridors will likely impose geometric constraints on 
the Higli Speed Train system because the design criteria for classical rail lines tolerated 
much sharper curves. It is expected that the High Speed Train system will deviate fiom 
exist iug rail corridors at locations of sharp curvature. At titese locations where the 
alignment of an existing corridor is improved the best tiring for all transportation 
stakeholders would be to share this improved alignirieril. with the present passenger users 
of tlic corridor. Tlris should result in tiinesavings for all rail passengers, and the 
opportunity to return the old alignment back to exclusive freight service or another land 
use. 

There may be several opportunities to mitigate Uie impact of the High Speed Train 
system that will reduce the impacts of other rail operations. Examples of this include the 
elimination of whistle noise (due to grade separation), sound barriers tliat isolate all rail 
vehicles, and possibly landscaping/linear parks along (he new and existing rights of way. 
These positive benefits should be identitl^ and integrated into the environmental 
pjx'cess. 

Metrolink Subsidy / Operating Cost Impacts - SCRRA staff is not yet convmced of the 
viability of profitable High Speed Train operations and is concerned that already scarce 
federal, state and local resources will be diverted to meet operating and maintenance 
subsidy and debt service if revenue projections are not met. 

Metrolink and the High Speed Train system would have several common stations on all 
lines of the Metrolink system. SCRRA staff is very concerned with the operational 
subsidy requirements of tluisc stations as well as the Metrolinlc system, particularly if the 
competition results in the High Speed Train system attracting riders from Metrolmk trains 
rather than fioni single occupant vehicles. In addition, a logical consequence of lower 
than expected High Speed Train ridership would be to seek operating subsidies that 
would allow reduction of fares, a double edged sword for Metrolinlc since High Speed 
Train would be competing for subsidies and offering more competitive fares to attract 
Metrolink riders. Diversion of these subsidies from Metrolink to High Speed Train would 
have a significant effect on the viability of the Metrolink system. By laldng cars off the 
road, Metrolink has a beneficial eiivironmontal impact. By increasing our operating costs 
or subsidies the High Speed Train system will limit oiir ability to meet projected rider-shtp 
demand and to continue to divert aulomobUe trips. Should this occur, the High Speed 
Train system would have an adverse uivironmootal impact, which must be explicitly 
addressed in the BIK/EIS. 

Detailed analysis is needed to determine if it is financially feasible for Metrolink to 
become a cost-effective High Speed Train feeder rail service, as envisioned givcu our 
projected headways as described in the SCRRA Strategic Assessment. In addition, 
subsidy policies and fare policies need to be evaluated as a coordinated .set rather than in 
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isoladon eo that the fare subsidy costs could be properly allocated tlimugh an equitable 
interagency agreement. 

The EIR/EIS should address the mitigation of to-'JS of revenue opportunity to the SCRRA 
and its member agencies in the areas of fiber optic, freight dis]>atcli, billboard, and other 
commercial uses of our property. 

Tracks used by large numbers of freight trains are dilTicull to maintain to the limits of 
track geometry deviations required for even moderately high-speed passenger trains. 

This situation can be mitigated by carefiil selection of components and design of 
infrastructure, and by coieful managemeut of the maintcaiance process, including 
payment to line owners for higher levels ofiiiaintenaucc. Tire EIR/EIS needs to evaluate 
the maintenance wndows required for joint operation and potential adverse impacts due 
to 24-hour maintenance operations or reductions in operating capacity due to speed 
restrictions. 

A thorough grade separation program can enhance right of way security for both IISR 
and improved conventional lines. Unless and until such separation, is achieved, additional 
fencing, signage, lighting, and education of the public, money for maintenance of tliese 
features, and increa.sed attention by law enforcement agencies is essential. The 
mitigating project .safety dements should be clearly described in the EIR/EIS. 

tlanital Cost [mnacts 

SCRRA staff is coiiccrncd that construction of the High Speed Train system will divert 
already limited stale and federal funding from Motrolink projects. Although the two 
systems serve quite distincl mlraregional needs, the High Speed Train system should not 
be funded in lieu of funding for expansion of tlie Metrolink system. The EIR/EIS must 
address tlie effect on available public funding for all passenger and freight rail systems in 
the state. 

Pr ocess and Review Issues 

Once conceptual designs and (he drall EIR/EIS have been completed, SCRRA would be 
happy to make more detailed corrunents. Should you wish to make that information 
available on an earlier time .schedule, we would be available to submit interim reviews. 

On titat point, the draft public review schedule continues to anticipate an unrealistically 
short time for a rea.sonahle review of these documents by interested parties. More than 
45 da)^ is clearJy required in a project of this magnitude with a multiplicity of anticipated 
adverse environmcjjlal impacts. As we indicated in earlier correspondence, this project 
meets the unusual circumstances lest required to increase the public comment period 
under CEQA. A.<s an example, the joint EIS/EIR for the Los Angeles International 
Airport Propo.sed Master Plan Improvements had a public review period of 180 days. 
Furthei niore, it seems to be just poor public relations to give interested parties 45 days to 
review these enviroiunental documents which have taken years for the Authority to draft. 
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Therefore, SCRRA requests that at least a 180-day public review period for this project 
be incorporated into the schedule. The draft schedule for finalization of the 
environmental documents aftei the comment period closes also seems unreasonably 
short, fii light of the number of substantive comments which can reasonably be expected, 
•and the requirement to provide written responses which provide a good faith reasoned 
analysis with supporting factual information, a lime period this short suggests the 
comments to the documents could not be appropriately evaluated and incorporated into 
the final documents. 


We request that all comment letters be posted on your website. If tin’s is not possible, we 
would request copies of all comments received mtliin two weeks of the close of the 
review period, as well as any comment letters delivered late. 

In addition, we expect to review all designs within the territory owned by our member 
agencies and be reimbursed for this review. The review will provide guidance on 
technical and regulatory compliance with the California PUC and Federal track and 
signal standards, SCRRA engineering standards, access for mainlenancc and preservation 
of freight service obligations, preservation of freight and Metro! ink expansion plans, and 
compatibility with the existing Metrolink signal and communications sysiem- 

We look forward to receiving from you by June 1,2007 a project schedule in more detail 
than provided on your website to allow for regular consultation during the process. This 
will allow the consiillation to begin so that SCRRA may make rneaningfril and timely 
comment and appropriately support your project decision process. Should you have any 
questions regaiding our comments, please call me at (213) 452-0273 or Darrell Maxey at 
(213)452-0250. 


Sincerely, 



D|[VIl4-SOLOW 
lief Executive Oflicei 


Co: SCRRA Board 

SCRRA Mcmbci Agency Exccudvo Directors 
SCRRA TAG 

Cities of Aiialieim, Buena Park, Commerce, Fullerton, Irvine, Lancaster, Los 
Angeles, Nor<.valk, Orange, Santa Ana, Tustin. 
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•April 24,2007' 


Mr. Dan Leavitt 
Deputy Director 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95014 

Dear Mr. Leavitt: 



piank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the development of 
the scope of the Environmental impact Report/Envfronmental Impact 
Statement (EIR/EiS) for the California High-Speed Train (HST) system. Our 
comments are based upon the Notice of Intent issued by the Federal Railroad 
Administrab’on U.S. Department of Transportation on March 15,200'A 

The Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) submitted comments 
on August 17, 2004, on the Draft Program Environmental Impact 
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (PEIR/PEIS) for the proposed 
statevi/ide HST system. We urge the California High Speed Rail 
Authority (CAHSRA) to use those comments as a guide as you prepare the 
SOTpe for the EIR/EIS for the Los Angeles to Orange County segment. I have 
attached a copy of our previous comments for your use. 

Since the completion of the PEIR/PEIS, a number uf important decisions have 
been made by the OCTA Board of Directors and the voters of Orange County in 
regan^ to the future of rail service in Orange County. In Noverinber of 2005 
the OCTA Board of Directors approved a significant expansion of the Metrolink 
service in Orange County. The approved plan calls for Metrolink .service to 
operate from Laguna Niguel/Mission Viejo in south Orange County to Fullerton 
in north Orange County every 30 minutes in each direction, 7 days per week 
The program is fully funded and is currently being Implemented. It is important 
tha all of the capital Improvements to railroad infrastructure, stations, and 
parking be indudcd in the no action alternative of the FJR/EIS. 


Additionally Orange County voters approved the renewal of Measure M in 
November, 2006. Measure M is a half-cerrt sales tax in Orange County for 
transportation improvements. The voter-approved Measure M plan dedicates 
billion for capital improvements and the operation of the Metrolink system 
b^een 2011 and 2041. OCTA is currently working on the development of the 
program guidelines for the use of the funds approved for Metrolink service as 
part of the renewed Measure M. Close coordination between OCTA and the 


Cou/fi/ ItufKifSQrtiitHin Authority 

bsU South Main Sax i^W^/Orsnga/CahhrniA St^es^-1684/{/1^}5GO OCTA (c262) 
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CAHSRA should occur as Ih© EIR/EIS is being prepared to ensure that 
synergies and opportunities in the areas of highway-rail grade separations, 
track and signal Improvements, passenger facilities, and operations 
arc Identified fur the planned HST system and the future planned 
Metrolink Expansion as part of the renewed Measure M. The renewed Measure 
M plan also dedicates $1 billion for transit extensions to the existing Metrolink 
system in Orange County. The goal of this program is to make the Metrolink 
system more convenient tor people In Orange County, Project.^ for this 
program are currently in the preliminary planning phase. 

Finally, also in 2006, OCTA acquired 13.5 acres of land in the City of Anaheim 
adjacent to the OCTA-owned railroad right-of-way that Metrolink and Amtrak 
currently operate over and is the planned future route of Uie HST system. 
Current plans call for this site to be developed as the Anaheim Regional 
Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC). We urge the CAHSRA to identify 
the ARTIC site as the new southern terminus of the San Francisco to 
Los Angeles alignment of California HST system instead of Los Angeles, and to 
designate Anaheim as the .southern destination point for tho initial operation 
segment as well. As stated In our comments on the PEIR/PEIS in 2004, 
extending the HST system south of Anaheim will likely present significant 
difficulties in the areas of track curvature, vertical clearances, noise and 
vibration, as well as other issues. 

Once again, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the 
upcoming EIR/EIS on the California HST system, tf you have questions, please 
call Darrell Johnson, Director, Transit Project Delivery at (714) 560-5343. 


Executive Director, Development 
KM:dj 

Attachment 

c; OCTA Rail Technical Advisory Committee 


Sincerely, 



Kia Morlazavi 
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CITY OF ORANGE 



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 


wvww.cltyaforanae.org 


ADMINISTRATION 
(714>744<7240 
Ian: (714) 744-72aa 


PLANNING DIVISION 
(7141 744-7220 
fax; (714)744-7222 


BUILDING DIVISION CODE ENFORCEMENT DIVISION 
(714) 744-7200 (714) 744-7244 

lax; (714)744-7249 Mx: (714)744-7243 


April 24,2007 via email: comments@hsi .ca.gov 


Alin: Mr. Dan Ltaivill, Deputy Director 

Los Angelos to Orange Counly High Spised Train 

Higli Speed Rail AuOiorily 

925 L S(r<«l, Suite 1425 

Sucnunenlu, California 95814 


Subject; Notice of Preparation (NOP) for a Project-Level ElR/EfS for tlit 
California High Speed Train, Los Angeles to Orange County segmenL 


Dear Mr. T.eavitt, 

The City of Orange (City) has reviewed the NOP Ibr the Project-level Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR)/ Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Califontia Higii 
Speed Tram's Los Angeles to Orange County segment. The project proposes a hi^- 
specd (rain service from Los Angeles’ Union Station to the Anaheim Regional 
Trajispoilatioii lulcrmodal Center (ARTIC) station. The City understands that tlie 
forthcoming F.IR/EIS is tiered Jxom the previous Program-level EIR/EIS that evaluated 
the Los Angeles to Sail Diego High Speed Train corridor. 

Orange supports llic cuucept uf a High Speed Train system operating in the State of 
California, and tin's support includes an Initial Operating Segment that would 
extend froiii Los Angeles’ Union Station to Anaheim’s ARTIC station. Orange 
strongly opposes the .segment ironi Anaheim to (he City of Irvine. Tliis segment traverses 
tlie (hty of Orange and would result in significant, imacceptable adverse environmental 
impacts to our coinmniuty mcluclmg disruption ol' our National Register-listed historic 
dishict, noise and vibiatioil impacts, and land use, housing and community impacts 
affecting both our residential and cominurcial/industtial communities. The City 
previously submitted a comment letter (dated June 2.5, 2004) for (he Program BIR/EIS 
detailing these substantial concerns, which stem from the ‘^Anaheim to Irvine” segment 
and have not yet been addressed. 
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Because the proposed project’s limits (defined as l.os Angeles to Anaheim) stop north of 
tlie City of Orange and do not tr averse our jurisdiction, the City’s comments (below) do 
not reiterate our previous concerns, but focus on “spill over" environmental effects. 

Please ensure the draft EIRyEIS addresses the following issues: 

Conuneut 1: In the NOP, there are several slalenicuts fltat indicate that the. proposed 
project is the “Los Angeles to Anaheim” segment of (he California High Speed Train 
conidor, and tlie “Anaheim to tvinc” segment may be considered by the Rail Authority 
in the futiue a.s a .separate effort. However, Figure B in the NOP references the Los 
Angeles to Analieim segment as “Phase 1" of tlie proposed project and the “Anaheim to 
Irvine” segment as “Phase 2”. This inCeis that tlie "Analteim to hwine” segment is the 
next “phase” of the project currently under consideration. As you are aware, the City is 
stitmgly opposed to the “Anaheim to Irvine" .segment, and has an interest in ensuring that 
the forthcoming EIR/EIS does not in any way indicate dial the Rail Authority is moving 
forward with approvals for this segment. 

To avoid confusion over the scope of the project and the EIR/EIS, the City retiuesls that 
the EIR/EIS eliminate refetenceg to the “Anaheim to frvinc” segment altogether, 
particularly where it is referenced as “Phase 2” of the proposed project. Rather, 
incorporate text that cleaiiy slates that the cuirent proposal from “Loa Angeles to 
Anaheim” is one segment of the larger' statewide system (wliich was evaluated in the 
Program EIR), and clarify any and all approvals related to the forthcoming EIR/EIS are 
for the “Los Angeles to Analreini” segmeait only. Furtlier plauiiing and implementation 
efforts for all other segnrents ol’ the California Higlr Speed Train system would be 
addressed as a separate project, which would undergo a sqraratc environmental review 
and approval process. This approach will allow lire City of Orange to support this current 
project. 

Comment 2 : The City of Anaheim’s ARTIC .station abuts the City of Orange 
jiuisdictional boundary. We anticipate that with increased services at the ARTIC station, 
traffic levels on adjacent roadways will increase. The City requests that the Draft 
EIR/EIS include a capacity analysis using ICU methodology oi' all .signal iTed 
intersections on ICatella betv/een the Santa Ana River and Tustin Street, on Main Street 
between Taft and Chapman, Chapman between Main and State College and Orangewood 
between Main and the SR-57 ramps. 

The existing traffic management software and hardware used by the City of Orange 
Traffic Management Center should be analyzed to determine if upgrades are necessary to 
aileqiialcly accommodate ARTIC-related traffic flows on Katella Avenue. This should 
include an operational intcrlic between Orange's and Anaheim’s Traffic Management 
Centers. 
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The City also expects that the traffic analysis will address a '‘project opening year” 
scenario as well as a long-term (cumulative) scenario. The EIR/EIS must include 
adequate mitigation measures to address increased traffic volumes and increased demand 
on Orange infrastructure and must maintain an acceptable Level of Service of LOS D, per 
the City's General Plan Circulation Element. 

In addition, please note that the City of Orange is in the process of updating its General 
Plan, which is scheduled for City Council consideration this Fall, 2007. Please ensure tliat 
traffic volumes for the long-tenn traffic analysis scenario reflect the City’s updated land 
use densities and circulation system 

For further infonnation, please contact Mr. Tom Mahood, City Traffic Engineer, at (714) 
744 5536. 

Comment 3: The City requests that the EIR/DIS address increased parldng demand 
resulting from the high speed train service stop at Anaheim and demonstrate that 
Anaheim’s ARTIC station has adequate parldng facilities to accommodate projected 
demand. City of Orange streets regularly experience on-street parking "spillover” from 
Anaheim facilities and events; therefore, wc have an interest in ensuring that the ARTIC 
station’s facilities have been planned to accommodate new project-related parldng 
demand. 

Comment 4: T he City requests that impacts to existing rail operations within the City of 
Orange be studied and disclosed in the Draft EIR/EIS. This should include a discussion 
of impacts to existing Amtrak and Metrolink services in the City with respect to station 
spacing (i.s. changes in service due to moving the Anaheim station closer to the Orange 
station). 


The City of Orange appreciates the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced 
project and looks forward to receiving the EIR/EIS later this year. Please contact Jennifer 
Le, Senior Plaimer/Bnvironmenlal Rexdew Coordinator at (7H) 744-7238 should you 
have any questions. 
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CC: John Sibley. City Manager 

Gail Farber, Public Works Director 
Tom Mahood, Transportation Manager/City Traffic Engineer 
Anna Pehoushek, Principal Planner, Ad\'ance Planning Division. 
Jennifer McDonald, Senior Planner/Environmental Review Cooiftiiiator 
Doug Keys, Transpoitation Analyst 
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2A April 2007 

Mr Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director 
Los Angeles-Orange County California High-Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE; SCAG Comments on the Notice of Pieparaiion of a Draft Environmcjntal Impact 
Statement/EnvironmentaJ Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the California High Speed 
Train System from Los Angeles to Orange County - SCAG No. 120070182 

□ear Mr. Leavitt. 

Thank you for submitting the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Slatemeni/Fnvironmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for Ifie California High Speed 
Train System from Los Angeles to Orange County - SCAG No. 120070182 for to the 
Southern California Association of Govaniments (SCAG) for review and comment. As 
the clearinghouse for regionally significanl projects per Executive Order 'I2372, SCAG 
reviews Uie corwtstency of local plans, projects, and progratns with regional plans, This 
activity Is based on SCAG’s responsibilities as a regional planning urganization pursuant 
lo state and federal laws and regulalions. Guidance provided by Uiese reviews is 
intended to assist local agencies and project sponsors to take actions that contribute to 
the attainment of regional goals and policies. 

SCAG staff reviewed IJie aforamenlioned NOP, and has determined lliat the proposed 
project is regionally significant pet the Califi^mia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Gutdelinea (.Section 15206). The California Higli-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) is 
proposing higli-apaed train (HST) service for travel between Los Angeles (Union 
.Station) to Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Inlermodal Center 
[ARTIC]), along the Los Angolcs-San Diego (LOSSAN) rail corridor. 

CEQA requires lhaf EIRs discuss any Inconsistencies belwean the proposed project and 
applicable geneial plana and regional plans (Section 15125 [ri]). if there are 
inconsistencies, an explanation and iHlionalfeation for such inconsislencies should be 
provided 

Policies of SCAG's Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide, Regional Transportation 
Plan, and Compass GrowUi Vsiun lhai may be applicable to your project are outlined in 
the allatjhmenl. We expoct the EIR to specifically r.Ke the appropriate SCAG policies and 
address the manner in which the project is consistenl wflii applicable core policies or 
suppoiHvG of applicable ancillary policies. Pleasa use our policy numbers to refer lo them 
in your EIR. Also, we would encourage you to use a side-by-side cotnparison of SCAG 
fiolia'es with a discussion of the consistency or support of the policy with Uie proposed 
project. 

SCAG’s Compass Growth Vision, adopted In 2004, encouragen better relationships 
between housing, Iransporlalkin. and employment. For a dCcirer understanding of the 
inlenl of and possibilities with Compass, please consul! our website, 
www. sncaicompass.ora In addition to the guklance offered fn this letter. 

Please provide a minimum of 45 days for SCAG lo review the FEIR when this 
document is available. If you have any questions regarding the attached 
comments, please contact Sheryl) Del Rosario at (213) 236-1879. Thank you. 

Sincaely, / / 

Jacob Lieb 

Manager, Environmental Division 
DOCS# 134B40 
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COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED TRAIN SYSTEM 
FROM LOS ANGELES TO ORANGE COUNTY - SCAG NO.I20070182 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The California High-Speed Rail Aulhorily (CHSRA) te proposing high-speed train (HST) service for travel 
between Los Angeles (Union Slal'on) to Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intemnodal 
Center [ARTIC]). along the Los Angeles-San Diego (LOSSAN) rail corridor. The rieed for a HST system Is 
directly related to the expected growth in population, and increases In Intercity travel demand in California 
over the next twenty years and beyond. With growth in travel demand, there will be an Increase in travel 
delays arising from the growirrg congestion on California's highways and at airprarts. 

Tho purpose of the pratjosed HST system is to provide a new mode of high-speed intercity travel that 
would link tho major metropolitan areas of the state: interface with International airports, mass transit and 
highways; and provide added capacity to meet increases In intercity travel demand In California in a 
nranner sensitive to and protective of California’s unique natural resources, 

The CHSRA proposes to construct, operala, and maintain an electrlc-powored sleal-wheel-on-sleel-ra'il 
HST over 700-miles long, capable of speeds in excess of 200 miles per hour (mph) on dedicated, fully 
grade-separated tracks, with state-of-the-art safety, signaling, and automated train control systems. The 
Los Angeles lo Orange County corridor that was selected by CHSRA and the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) being analyzed in the Environmental Impact Slatcmont/Environmental Impact Report 
(EIS/EIR) foUov/s the existing Burlington Noithem Santa Fe (BNSF)/Metrollnk raD corridor (also known as the 
LOSSAN Corridor). The HST system will provide service from Los Angeles County to Orange County with a 
proposed terminus in Anaheim. 

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND GUIDE POLICIES 

The Growth Management Chapter (GMC) of the Regional Comprehanslva Plan and Guide (RCPG) 
conlains Ihe following pdfeiss that are particularly applicable and should be addressed in tha Draft EIR for the 
Monrovia General Plan — Amendments to the Land Use and Circulation Elements. 

3.01 Vie population, housing, and Jobs forecasts, which ore adapted by SCAG’s Regional Council and 
that reflect toes/ plans and policies, shall be used by SCAG in all phases of ImplenKinlation and 
rei/fow. 

Reoional Grow/th Forecasts 

The EIR should reflect tho most current SCAG forecasts, which are the 2004 RTP (April 2004) Population, 
household and Employment forecasts. The forecasts for your region, subregion and city are as follows: 


Adopted SCAG Regionwide Forecasts 



2010 

2015 

2020 

2025 

2030 

Population 

19,208.661 

20,191.117 

21.137,519 

22,035,416 

22,090.797 

Households 

8.072,570 

6,463,402 

6,885,355 

7,263,519 

7,660.107 

Employment 

8,729,192 

9,198,618 

9,659,847 

10.100.776 

10.527J202 
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Adopted City of Los Angeles Forecasts 



2010 

2015 

2020 

2025 

2030 

Population 

4,176,079 

4,237,687 

4,298,891 

4.35/.359 

4,413,425 

Households 

1,393,035 

1,400.080 

1,628,771 

1,598,056 

1,863,002 

Employmenl 

2,031,342 

2,095.758 

2,157,226 

2,213.427 

2.265,209 


Adopted Orange County Council of Govammanta (OCCQG) Forecasts 



2010 

2015 

2020 

2025 

2030 

Population 

3.291.620 

3.389.745 

3.433.009 

3.494.394 

3,552.742 

Households 

1.034.027 

1.046.473 

1.063.976 

1,081,421 

1,098,474 

Employment 

1.749.986 

1.801,002 

1.648.135 

1,887,542 

1,921,808 


City of Loa Angeles Forecasts 
2010 


2015 


2020 


2025 


2030 



* The 2004 RTH orowlh forecasl al U«e regional, county end subregional level was adopted by RC In April, 2004. City toiati 
are the sum of small area data and should be used for advisory purposes only. 


a03 The timing, tinendng, and tocatfon of public facilities, utility systems, and transportotion systems shall 
be used by SCAG la implement the region's growth policies. 


GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL STANDARD OF 
LIVING 


ITie Growth Management goals to develop urban forms that enable individuals to spend lass incoma on 
hou.<<ing cost, that minimize public and private development costs, and that enable firms to be more 
competitive, strengllitm llie regional siralegic goal to stimulate the regional economy. The evaluation of the 
proposed pnojoct In rdation to the following policies would be intended to guide eftorte toward achievement of 
such goals and does not infer regional interference with local land use powers. 


3.04 Encourage local jurisdictions’ efforts la achieve a balance between the types of Jobs they seefc to 

attract and housing prices. 

3.05 Encourage patterns of urban development and land use which reduce casts on infrasbuciure 
construction amJ make better use of existing facITities. 

3.06 Support public education efforts regarding the costs of various allemative types of growth and 
devehpmenL 
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3.07 Support subregional poHcles that rocognIZQ agriculiure as an Industry, support the economic viability 
of agricultural acO'vitias. preserve agricultural lend, and provide compensation for property owners 
holding lands in greenbelt areas. 

3.08 Ehcourage subregions to deffne an economic strategy to maintain ihe economic viialiiy of the 
subregion, including the development and use of markedng programs, and other economic 
Incentives, which support attainment of subregional goals and policies. 

3.00 Support local jurisr^ctiona' efforts to rninuni^e Ibe cost of infrastiucture and public servicB delivery, 
and efforts to seek new sources of funding fordevelopnient and the provision of services. 

3.10 Support local juristUcihns’ sc/foes to minimis red tape and expedite the permiWng process to 
maintain economic vitalily and conjpelillvettess. 


GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL QUALITY OF LIFE 

The Growth Management goals to attain mobility and clean air goals and to develop urban forms lhat 
enhance quality of life, that accommodate a diversity of life styles, that presenre open space and natural 
resources, and lhat are aesthetically pleasing and preserve Ihe character of communities, enhance the 
regional strategic goal of niainiejnjng the regional quality of life. The evaluation of Ihe proposed project in 
relation to the blowing policies would be intended to provide direction for plan impiamentalion, and does not 
allude to regional mandates. 

3.11 Support provisions and incentives created by local jurisdictions to attract housing growth In job-rich 
subregions and job growth in housing-rich subregions. 

3.12 Encourage existing or proposed local Jurisdictions' programs aimed at designing land uses which 
encourage the use pf fransff and fftus reduce the need for roadway expansion, reduce the number of 
auto trips and vehide miles traveled, anti aeaie appaitunilies for residents la walk and bffre. 

3.13 encourage local jurisdictions' plans that maximize the use of existing urbanized areas accessible to 
transit through infill and redavehpmenl. 

3.14 Support local plans to Increase density of future cfeve/opmenf located at strategic points along the 
regional commuter rail, transit systems, and activity centers. 

3.15 Support local jiins(£ctiona‘ slrategies to establish mured-use clusters and other trensk-oriented 
developments around transit stations and along transit corridors. 

3.15 Encourage developmmiis in and around activity centers, trensportat/on corridors, underutilized 
in&ast/iictijrs systems, end areas needing lecycfing arid redevelopment. 

3.17 Support and encourage settJement paffems which contain a range of urban densities. 

318 Encourage planned development in locallurrs least likely lo cause adverse environ/nenfaf impacL 

3 .79 National Forests shall remain permanently preserved and used as open space. SCAQ shaii 
support polides end actions lhat preserve open space areas identltied In local, state, and federal 
plans. 
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3.20 Vital msources as wetlands, groundwater recharge areas, woodlands, production lands, ai>d land 
containing unique and endangered plants and animals should be protected. 

3.21 Encourage the implemenlalkm of tnea.surft.s aimed at the preservation and protection of recorded 
and unrecorded cultural resources and erchaeological sites. 

3.22 Discourage devefopment, or encourage the use of special design requirements. In areas with 
steep slopes, high hre. flood, and seismic hazards. 

3.23 Encourage mitigation measures that reduce noise in certain locations, measures aimed at 
preservation of bioiogicat and ecological resources, measures that would /educe eyposure to 
seismic hazards, minimize earthquake damage, and to develop emergency response and recovery 
plans. 


GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO PROVIDE SOCtAL, POtmCAL AND CULTURAL 
EQUrTY 

Tim GronMh Managenieat Gcal to develop urban forms that avoid economic and social polarization promotes 
Ihe regional slralegic goal of minimizing social and geographic dispanfles and of reaching equity among all 
segments of society. The evaluation of Urn proposed project in relattnn to the policy stated below is intended 
guide direction for the accomplishment of this goal, and does not infer regional mandates and inlarfarenca 
with local land use powers. 

3.24 Encourage efforts of local jurlsditdions fri the implementetion of programs that Increase the supply 
and quality of housing and provide affordable housing as evaluated in the Reghrial Housing Needs 
Assessment 

3.25 Encourage t/je efforts of heal jurisdictions, employers and service agencies to provide adequate 
training and retraining of wortrers, and prepare lire labor force to meet die future chaltenges of the 
regional economy. 

3.2C Encourage omployment development in job-poor locelilles through support of labor force 
retraining programs and other economic devetopment measures. 

3.27 Support local jutisdicliuns and other service providers in their efforts to develop sustainable 
communitios and provide, equally (o ell members of sociely, accessihle and effective serviries such 
as: public education, housing, health care, social services, recreational heilitiea, law enforcement, 
and tire protectirm. 


AIR QUALFTY CHAPTER 

The Air Quality Chapter core actions related to the proposed project Indude: 

5.07 Determine specific programs and associated actions needed (e.g., indirect source rules, 
enhanced use of telecommunications, provision of cornmuiiily-biised shuttle services, provision of 
demand management based progranys, or vehicte-miles-traveied/emisshu fees) so Ihet opllan.s to 
command and control regulation can be assessed. 
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5,11 nroitgh the environmental document review process, ensure that plans at all levels of 

govemrfjanl (regional, air basin, county, subregional, and local) consider air quality, land use, 
transportation, and economic relationships to etrsure consistency and minimize conflicts. 


OPEN SPACE AND CONSERVATION CHAPTER 

The Open Space and Conservation Chapter goals related to the proposetl project include; 

9.01 Provide adequate land resources la meet (he outdoor recreation needs of the present and future 
residents In tho ragion and to promote tourism In the region. 

9.02 Increase the accessibility to open space lands for outdoor recreation. 

9.03 Promote solfsustoining regional recreation resources and rucitities. 

9.04 Maintain open space for adequate proteotion to lives and properties against natural and 
manmade hazards. 

9.05 Minimize pcienllally hazardous developments in hillsides, cenyans, areas suscepiibla to flooding, 
earthquakes, wiidfirB and other known hazards, and areas with limited access far emergency 
equipments. 

9.06 Minimize public expenditure for infrastructure and facilities to support urban type uses In areas 
where public health end safety could not be guaranteed. 

9.07 Maintain adequate viable rasoorce production lands, pariiculariy lands devoted to commercial 
agriculture and mining operations. 

9.08 Develop wall-managed viable ecosystems or known hatulats of rare, threatened anti endangered 
species, including wetlands. 


WATER QUALITY CHAPTER RECOMMENDATIONS AND POLICY OPTIONS 

The Water Quality Chapter goals related to lire proposed project incUide: 

11.01 Streamline water quality regulatory Implementation. Identify and eliminate overlaps wih of/ier 
reguiatory programs to reduce economic impacts an local businesses. 

11.02 Encourage "watershed management’ programs and sbategies, racogniang the primary role of 
local govarnmenls in such efforts. 

11.06 Support rcglonaf efforts to idenllfy and cooperatively plan for wetlands to ^effftate both sustaining 
the amount and quality of wetlands in the region and expediting the process for obtaining wetJands 
parmits. 

11.07 Encourage water reclamation thrauglroul Ifia region where it is cosl-effecfnre. feasible, and 
appropriate to reduce reliance on impotied water and wastewater discharges. Current 
ariministrativB impediments to increased use of wastewater should be addressed. 
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REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 


The 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) also has goals and policies that are pertinent to this 
proposed project. This RTP links Ifie goal of sustaining mobility ^'vllh the goals of fostering economic 
development, enhancing the environment, reducing energy consumpllon, promoting transportation-friendly 
development patterns, and encouraging fair and equitable access lo residents affecterl by socio-economic, 
geographic and commercial IlmltaSons. The RTP continues to support all applicable federal end state laws h 
in^plernenting the pruposeil project. Among the relevant goals and policies of the RTP are the following; 

Regional Transportation Plan Goals 

• Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people and goods to the region. 

• Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and goods to the region. 

• Presorve and ensure a suslairiable regional transportation system. 

• Maximize the productivity of our transportation system. 

• Protect the environment, improve air quality and promote energy efficiency. 

• Encourage land use and growth patterns that complement our transportation Investments. 


Regional Transportation Plan Policies 

• Transportation Investments shall be based on SCAG's adopted Regional Performance Indicators. 



^^fiWottoWpc;w(thtp,45l 








Mobility 1 


Average Daily Speed 
Average Daily Delay 


Spced-expeilenced by travelers - 10% improvement 
regardless of mode. ; ■' 

Delay-excess travel time resulting 40 % Improvement 

from lha rfifference between a 

reference speed and actual . 

speed. Total, daily delay and daily 

delay per capita are iridicatois - , i 

used.! '!■ ' ; 
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Reliability 


Percent variation in' 
travel time' ’ 
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Day-to-day change In travel times, 10% Improvement 
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Cost Effectiveness 
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RatioofbenefasofRTP . $3.0B 
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Environmental 


Sustainability 


Total oost per capita Focus in on overall porfbnnance, $20 per cspiia, pnmarlly in 

to sustain cunent including infrasliuclure condltian preservatlnn co^s 

system petfomiance PreservaliDn measure is a sub-' 
set of sustainability. 


Emissions generated Measurcd/tbrccastemlssions Meets conformity 
by travel indudaCO, NOX, PMIO, SOX^'' requirements' 

andVOC. C02 as secondaiy 
measure to reflect gremhouse ; 





'Sr^f^oj 


emissions. 


• Ensuring safety, adequate maintenance, and efficiency of operaUona tin the existing mulH-modal 
transportation system will be RTP priorities and v/ill be balanced against the need for system expansion 
Investments. 

• RTP land use and growth strategies that differ from currently expected trends will require a collaboralivB 
Implementation program that Iclenlines required actions and policies by all affected agcjKios and sub¬ 
regions. 


GROWTH VISIONING 

Tlie fundamental goal of the Compass Growth Visioning effort is to make the SCAG region a better place to 
live, work and play for all residents regardless of race, ethnicity or Income class. Thus, decisfons regarding 
growth, transportation, land use, and economic development should bo made to promote and sustain for 
future generations the region's mobilily, livability and prosperity. The foDowing "ReglonaJ Growth 
Principlae" are proposed to provide a framcworic for local and rcgiarei dodsiqn rneking the! Improves the 
quality of life for all SCAG residents. Each principle is fallowed by a speciffc sat of siralegles intended to 
achieve this goal. 

Principle 1: Improve mobility for all residents 

• Encourage transportation Investments and land use decisions that are mutually supportive. 

• Locate new housing near existing Jobs and new jobs near existing housing. 

« Encourage transit-oriented development 

• Promote a variety of travel choices 
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Prirvdpla 2: Foster livability in all oommunities 

• Promote infill development and redevelopment to revitalize existing communities. 

» Promote dovelopments, which provide a mix of uses. 

• Promote "people scaled," walkable communities. 

• Support the preservation of stable, single-family neighborhoods. 

Principle 3; Enable prosperity for all people 

• Provide, In each community, a variety of housing types to meet ttie housing needs of all income 
levels. 

• Support educational opportunities that promote balanced growth. 

■ Ensure envirortrnenUil justice regardless of race, ethnicity or income class. 

« Support local and state fiscal policies tiial encourage balanced growth 

• Encourage civic engagement. 

Principle 4: Promote sustainability for future generations 

• Preserve rural, agricultural, recreational and envirunmentaJly sensitive areas. 

• Focus development in urban centers and existing cities. 

• Develop strategies to accommodate growth that uses resources efficiently, eliminate polluDon and 
signiftcanUy reduce waste. 

■ UtilizB "green" development techniques. 

CONCLUSION 


All feasible measures neetied In mitigate any potentially negative regional impacts associated with the 
proposed project should be Implemented and nmnilured, as required by CEQA. 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 
Roles and Authorities 

THE SOUTHERN CAUFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS <SCAG) is a Joint Poweis Agmicy ealabHshed 
under California Government Code Section 6502 et seq. Under Federal and stale law, SCAG Is dasignaled as a CouncH 
of Govemmonts (COG), a Regional T/arispoilatiun Planning Agency (RTPA), and a MetropoWan Planning Orgarrteallon 
(MPO). SCAG's mandated rules and reaponsIbilittBS include Ihs loQovinng; 

SCAG is designated by the fadaial government as the Region's Metropolitan Planning Or^ii/itzadon and mandated to 
maintain a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive transportation planning process resulUny in a Regional 
Transportation Plan and a Regtorral Transportation Improvement Program pursuant to 23 U.S.C. '134,49 U.S.C. ’S301 
at seq., 23 C.F.R. '450, and 49 C.F.R. 1013. SCAG is also the designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency, 
and as such Is responsible for both preparation of the Regional Transpudallan Plan (RTF) and Regional Transportatton 
Improvomonl Program (RTIP) under Calitomia Government Coda Satdion B5080 and 65002 respectively. 

SCAG Is responsible lor developing the demographic projections and the Integrated land use. housing, etnployirrenl, 
and transportation programs, measures, and strategies portions of the South Coast Air Quailty Uaimgement Plan, 
pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 40460(b)-(c). SCAG Is also designated under 42 U.S.a ’7504fa) 
as a Co-Lead Ageneyfor air quality planning for tlie Central CuasL and Southeast Desert Air Basin District. 

SCAG is responsible under the Federal Clean Air Act lor determining Conformity of Projects, Plans and Programs to 
die Slala Implementation Plan, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 7506. 

Pursuant to California Government Code Section 65089.2, SCAG is responsible for reviewing all Congestion 
Management Plans (CMPs) for consistency wiiti regional transportaHorr plans required by Section G6060 of the 
Govomment Code. SCAG must also evaluate the (Mnstelancy and oompatiblHly of such programs within Iho region. 

SCAG is the authorized ragional agency for Inter-Govcrnmental Review of Programs proposed tor federal friancial 
assBtanco and direct development aefivifles, pursuant to Prcstdenlial Executive Order 12,372 (replacing ASS Review). 

SCAG reviews, pursuant to PubBu Resources Code Sections 21063 and 21087, Environmental Impacts Reports of 
projects of regional signiftoance for conaislency with regional plans (California Environmental Quality Act Guidelinec 
Sections 16206 and 15125(bj]. 

Pursuant to 33 U.S.G. '12B6(aK2) (Section 200 of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act). SCAG is die authorized 
Areawide Waste Treatment Management Planning Agency. 

SCAG is iBsponstWe for preparation of the Regional Housing Needs Assessment, pursuant to Cafdnrnla Govammenf 
Code Section 66504(a). 

SCAG is rosponaibla (with lha Assuciailon of Day Area Governments, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments, 
and the AssucisUon of Uonleray I3ay Area Governments) for preparing the Southern Califomia Hazardous Waste 
MaimammsTU Plan pureuani to California Health and Safety Code Section 2513S.3. 

ReviSBd July 20Q1 
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DEPARTMENT Of TRANSPORTATION 
DIVISION OF THANSPORTATION PIANNINO. MS-32 
imN STREET, 

P-O-BaXP-lZg?* 

SACaRAMENTO.OA 9«74-0fl0t 
RHONE (916)653-0808 
FAX (916)633-4370 



^'lex your powtrl 
Bm cfjcrxy is^cievr// 


April 25,2007 


Ml'. Don Leavitt 
Deputy Director 

(Dalifoi'iiia HigIvSpccd Rail Autliority 
925 L Street 
Siiile 1425 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

Subject: SCH2007031067, Notice of Iiilcnf/PrcparaUoii, Callfornin High Spoed Train System 
From Los Angeles to Omngc County, CA, dated March 15,2007 

Dear Mr. I,cavitt: 

Attached arc the comments from our District 7 oRicc ia Los Angeles. 

Due to a lack of commnnicaiiun on my part, District 12 in lrvine separately forwarded its comments to 
your cilice on April 11,2007. 

Q you have questions about our attached comments, please contact Cheryl J. Powell, Intergovermnentai 
Review Program Manager, via telephone at (213) 897-3747, or E-mail: Chervl i poweIl@dot.ca.gov . 


Sincerely, 



Statewide Ixical Development-intergovernmental Review Coonlinalor 
Office of Community Planning 

Auachmcnl 

tr C. Powell, IGR Program Manager, District 7 
C. Shiigi, IGR Coordinator, Di.stiict 7 
S. Miorgan, Senior Planner, State Clearinghouse 


^'CatuoiiM imptcfws mobiti^* acrots Ca/lfbmta^ 



District 7JGR CQromen<»-Lo3 ^gcles to Orange Coiinty High Spmd Rail Project 
In addition to the comments provided by District 12 in their letter to the Lead Agency, District 7 
IGR has the following comments: 


A transportation corridor study will be needed to evaluate the project’s overall impact on the 
regional transportation network. The corridor study should induct but not be limited to; 

A Caltrans Cooperative Agreement, Memorandum of Undotstanding or Memorandum of 
Agreement may be needed rclaling to project development and design of the high-speed rail 
facility and all impacts to Slate Rlghts-of-way. 

We recoiniiiciid connectivity between the Norwalk TranspmlaU’oii Center and lire Metro Green 
Line LRT Norwalk Station (terminus) which is located near the I-G05/I-1O5 Freeways, also in the 
City of Norwalk. The Metro Green Line LRT provides access to LAX. 

We recommend that the projcctrcfcr to and be consistent with the LOSSAN Corridor 
environmental dnciimcnt, which describes system constraints especially through parts of Orange 
County. 






OH-ICR OF MAVOH 


April 25, 2007 


CITY OF ORANGE 


RECEIVED 
APR ‘i 0 2007 
BY:__ 


PHONE: (714) 744-2201 - FAX (714) 744-S147 


WWW. cilyoforan ge.org 


Mr. Dan LcavUt, Deputy Director 
Califomia High-Speed Rail Authority 
925 I. Street, Suite 1425 
Sacnaniento, Calitbrnia 95814 

Dear Mr. I.eavitt; 

This letter is in response to your request for public scoping comments regarding tlie LA to 
Anaheim segment of the High Speed Train (IIST) corridor. I understand tliat you are currently 
preparing a project-level EIR/EIS to evaluate the environmental effects of a HST between Los 
Angeles and Orauge County (specifically Anaheim), along the existing Los Angeles-San Diego 
Rail Corridor (LOSSAN). I recognize tliat the link to the Anaheim Intennodoal Transportation 
Centei- (ARTIC) is a vital transportation connection for Orange County. 

As you conduct the projcct-levd EIR/EIS evaluating the corridor alignment, please keep in mind 
that tlie future segment from Anaheim to Irvine is neither cost effective nor ciucial. This 
connection is currently in place with the use of the current Orange County Metro!ink Rail 
Sy.stem. Tlie City of Orange strongly opposes any potential southbound rail transportation 
system that would go [luough the Ifistoric Old Towne area causing much disruption to our 
community, especially when an existing southbound rail system is currently in operation. 
Analieim would be the logical Orange County hub for the HST, and the cuiTent Orange County 
Metrolinlc system is tlie ideal transportation tool to make the connection. 

Thank you in advance for your help in (his matter. Please do not hesitate to call me directly if 
you have any questions. 



C^olw 

Mayor/ j 


Cc: 


libers of die City Council of die City of Orange 
: Senator Dick Ackerman 
Assemblyman Todd Spitzei 
Asscinblymun Bob Huff 
A.ssemblyman Mike Duv.sll 


ORANGE CIVIC CENTER » 300 E. CHAPMAN AVE. » ORANGE, CA 32866-1591 • P.O. BOX 449 

^ PRMIH} CM ICE>rreiIT'. M»fiR 
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.'>^ril27,2007 


Mr. Dan Leavitt 
Deputy Director 

California liigh Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 955l4‘ 

^ 

Rc: CA HST/NGP - Los Angeles to OranRC County Segmeat 
Dear Mr. Leavitt; 

The CftHfonua tB^rSpccd Rail Atrthority^ the lead agency for the CaUlbmia 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) i^cess has issued aNotioe of Preparation (NOP) of 
a Project Leynl HnvLpiimental Imp^l i^ort / Eavk^^ Impact Statement 

(EIR/EIS) tbir nraMple sections of lie p^ Speed Train system 

(HST). The Authority has issued this notice to solicit public and input into the 

dcvdcpoient of tiie scopf ofthc EIR and to advise the public tluil outoach activities will 
be conducted by the Authority andits r^nKcntatives in the prepaintion of the combined 
EIR/EIS documerrt. / 

ITie National j^ilroad Passenger Cogjoration (Amlrak) would like to identify Mr. Gil 
Mallcry as a future point of contact to coordiitiate'with the Authority and the Foetal 
Railroad Adnunistration CFElA) in its cEforts towards the completioti of the project level 
studies. C:ontaot infonnation for Mr. Malleiy is as follows: 

(lil Mallery 
AssL Vice President 
530 Water Street, 5* Floor 
Oakland, CA 94607 
=(510)238-4361 

Anitrak is interested in leaitiiiig who the Authority has coittracted with to perfoim the 
project level EIR/EIS tbr each segment. Amtrak would appreciate learning llbe names and 
responsibilities for each contractor of the segment teams. In addition, how will the 
individual teams address issues idciilLfled at the intersection of individual segments? 
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Dan Leavitt 


From: 

Sent: 

To; 

Cc: 

Subject: 


Shohreh Dupuis ISOupuis@anahelm.net] 
Thursday, April 26, 2007 3:36 PM 
Dan Leavitt; jlabracl 0 @cunsensu 9 p.cam 
John Lowar; Jonathan Borrego; Danny Wu 
FW: Pollow-Up RE: High Speed Rail NOP 


Hello Dan & Jen 

While we have decided not to submit format comment letter on the NOP, can you please make sure that STV as part of 
the EIR document preparation confirms that 

the following streets in City of Anaheim will be considered br full highway grade separations :BL College, Cerritos, Ball, 
La Palma and Orangethorpe. In addition, we need to make sure that the EIR at minimum examines pedestrian 
separations or closures at Vermoni, South, Santa Ana, Broadway, Sycamore and North St, with possible bike path 
separations at Santa Ana. Sycamore and La Palma which are designated on our master plan of bikeways as bike 
trails/paths 

Thanks 

Shohreh Dupuis, 

Transit Manager 
City of Anaheim 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION IX 

COMMUNITIES AND ECOSYSTEMS DIVISION 

75 HAWTt lORNE ST., SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94106 
OFFICE; (415)947-8704 ' FAX (415)047-8026 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION IX 

75 Hawthomo BIreot 
San Francisco, CA 9410S-390I 


April 26,2007 


David Valenstcin 
Federal Railroad Adminiatralion 
1120 Vermont Avenue, NW, MS 20 
Waaliinuton, D.C. 20590 


Subjeci:: EPA Scoping Comments for the Los Angeles to Ofange County California High 

Speed Train Kuvii'Onniental Impact Rcport/Enviromneatal Iinpact Statement 


DcarMr. Vnlenstein: 

The U.S. Envitnnmontal Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed flte Federal Register 
Notice published on March 15,2007, requesting comments on the Federal Railroad 
Administration. (FRa) and CaUfomia High Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) decision to prepare a 
Draft EavironmentaJ Lnpaci Slateincnt (Draft EIS) for the Los Angeles to Orange County 
Califomla Fligh Speed Train. Our commeiita are provided pursuaul to tlio National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 
CFR Parts 1500-1508) and Seutlcm ^09 of ftie Clean Air Act Our detailed comments are 
enclosed. 

We appreciate tlie close worldng relationship we have hod with FRA and CHSRA as a 
cooperating agency on the previously completed statewide, programmatic, “Tier 1” EIS 
cooqdeted for a hi gh speed train for California. We understand that the proposed project, 
connecting Los Angeles to Orange County via high speed train, will be one of the first project- 
level. “Tier 2“ EISs to be initiated as a fbliow-up to the statewide analysis. EPA supports die 
concept of a high speed train system in Calilbrnia that can provide an alternative to mcreasmg 
vehicle miles traveled and lead to reduced environmental impacts if planned well. We look 
forward to continuing our working relationship with you on this Tier 2 EIS and other Tier 2 
project-level enviroruneatal analyses that will follow. 

Throiigb our previous comments on the statewide, programmatic EIS, EPA provided 
multiple rccominciiclations aud concerns to be addressed at the Tier 2 Ie(\''eL The attached 
comments include these, and other rccoinmondations, related to continued interagency 
coordination, rclationabip of this project to the proposed MagLev high speed train, and analyras 
of impacts to (1) air quality, (2) aquatie resomces, (3) biological resources, (4) noise, (.5) 
luuiicUng, and (6) environmental justice communities. In addition, we have provided some 
recommendations for the cumulative impacts and growth inducement analysis for this project. 


Prinretl on Rectclti Poper 
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We look fcuTwaid to maintaining our working relationship with FRA and CHSRA as we 
continue to coordinate on a proposed high speed train system for California- If yon have any 
questions, please fed free to contact me or ConneU Dunning, the lead EPA reviewers for this 
project Connell can be reached at Duntdng.CQnnell@cpa.EOV or (415) 947-4161. 


Sincerely, 



Novo Blazei, Manager 
Environmental Review Office 


Enclosures: BPA’s Detailed Commeots 

oc; Dan Leavitt, California High Speed Rail Auliiority 

Mark Cohen, Army Corps of Enginecra 

Kuit Roblek, U.S. Pish and Wildlife ScOTice 

Maiscr Khaled, Federal Highway Administralioii 
David Bunn, California Deparlment of Fish and Game 
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EPA scopmo COMMENTS FOR THE LOS ANGBLB3 TO ORANGE COUNTY TIER aFllGH SPEED 
TRAIN ENVIRONMENTAL LMPACT STATEMENT, APRIL 26,2007 

Interagency CuorJination 

The Environmcmnl Protection Agency (EPA) commends the previous efforts of the 
Fcderfd Railroad AdministraUoa (FRA) and the California High Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) 
in coordinating with our agency to liighlight the potential environmental impacts of a high speed 
brain system for all of California as outlined jo our April 2003 Interagency Momoiaudum of 
Understanding (MOU). The MOU outlined a process for integrating the Teqniceroaats of the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Cleon Water Act (CWA) Section 404 to 
streamline the environmental review piocess for the statewido ‘Tier I" Progranmiatic 
Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS), which is now completed 

We understand that the proposed project, connecting Los Angeles to Omnge County via 
high speed train, will bo one of the first projeot-lovci, “Tier 2** BISs to be initiated, os a foUow-up 
to the statewide analysis. For this, and all upcoming project-level EISs tliat tier off of the 
statewide programmatic document, EPA is available to continue to coordinate to discuss 
potential environnieninl concerns and solutions at the earliest possible opportunity. 

Relfltio>iahlr> to other High Speed Tvain Projects 

The Draft EIS fbr the Los Angeles to Orange County high siwed train ^ould speciCcoUy 
idtailify bow a proposed magnetic levitation powered hij^ speed train service in .Southall 
Califomia lelntes to this project. EPA Is aware of multiple high speed train proposals and 
understands that at least two are planned to travel to Orange County. 

Recommendations; 

• Justify the need for both .steel-wheel on steel-rail technology proposed for this 
project and the magnetic levitation technology proposed for a separate high speed 
train project In southern Califomia. 

• Address how the proposed project will insure that potential duplication of effoits 
and incompatibilities will not occur. 

• Identify iniegralioii and/or incompatibility of both projects. 

• Identify the specific design features of this proposal that are being designed to 
“link up” wldi the other high speed unin proposals in the region. 

Air OunUty 

The |«qposcd project is located in tlm South Coast Air Basin (SCAB). Tim SCAQMD 
Implemenls local air quality regulations in the SCAD to carry out Federal Oean Air Act (CAA) 
rcqiiiromenK. as authorized by the EPA. The ciinenf. SCAB nonaftaimncni designations under 
the Federal CAA are as follows; carbon monoxide (CO) - sorioua nonattainment; 8-hour ozone - 
severe nofi nTt ntnmRr t; partictilaie matter with a diameter of 10 microns or less (PMIO) - serious 
nonattainment; and particulate matter with a diameter of 2.5 microns or less (PM2.5) - 
nohauainment The SCAR ha.s the worst S-hoiir ozone andP!M2.5 problems in the nation, and 
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aH ainmfirn: of these National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) will require insissive 
reductions froiti mobile sources, given the rapid growth in this emissioas category and the long 
lifespan of diesel engines. 

Oeneral Conformity and Transportation Coiformily 

The proposed project moy require a general corifomiiq^ determination by FRA. If 
roquized, the Draft should include the general conformity dctecmlnation with related 
mitigation commitments. FRA and CIISRA should work with the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District (SCAQMD) to ensure that anticipated emissions from the proposed project 
are consistent with the Air Quality Management Plan. 

To the extent llmt the proposed trains system will require modificaiion of the existing 
road network and ConStmction of parldng lots and transit facilities, the Draft EIS should identify 
what elements of this project Will require funding or approval by the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) or Federal Transit Administradon (FTA). 7n addition, the Draft EIS 
should demonstrate that HIWA or FTA -funded or -approved project elements are included in n 
cuiiforming transportation plan and a Iransportation improvement program. FRA and CHSRA 
should work with SCAQMD and Soutlioro California AssociattoD of OovcrnuientS (SCAG) to 
ensure that applicable elements of the proposed project are consistent with ibture revisions of the 
RTF. The idonlincalion of sensitive receptors, and carbon monoxide and particulate matter 
hot-spot analyses should be included in the Draft BIS, e.spe.ci?illy where parking lots and road 
modifications are proposed. 

Particulate Matter (PM) Standards 

On October 17,2006, EPA issued a final rule esrabllshlng changes to thePM2.5 and 
PMIO N.AAQS, which was effective on December 18,2006 (See 71 FR 61144). In this Snal rule, 
a new 24-hour standard for PM2.5 of 35 micrograms per cubic meter (iig/mS) raplaccs the old 
standard of 65 iig/m3, and the annual PMIO stamlard of 50 ag/m3 has been revojmd, The PMIO 
24 hour srandard of 150 ug/n^ has been retained. Conformity requirements for the new 24-hour 
PM2.5 standard of 35 ug/m3 do not apply until one year after the effeotive date of nonatteininciit 
desigaations. EPA notes that the PM2.5 hot .spot analyses required for the project-level 
conformity determination must still consider the 1997 PM2.5 standards, because these arc the 
standards upon which the existing PM2.5 nonattainment designations were based. 

Particulate Matter Hotspot Analysis 

The DRAFT EIS should uudinlc a discussion Of the PMIO requirements, including , 
leaeciion of the changes to PMIO project-level hotspot procedures established in EPA’s March 
10,2006 final revisions to the transportation conformity rule (see 71 FR 12468) or EPA’s March 
2006 guidance document on PM hotspots 

(bUp;//www.epa.gov/otaq/stateresourccs/transcoiif/policy/420b06902,pdf.). The March 10.2006 
changes to EPA's contOrmity rule supersede all previous FHWA and Caltrans PM hotspot 
guidance documents (i.e., "Interim PMlO Guidance," M. Brady, D. Eisinger, T. Kear. February. 
2000; “Guidance for Qnolitative Project-Level ‘Hot iSfioi’ Analysis in PMIO Nonattainment 
Maintenance Areas”, FHWA, September 12,2001; and "Pardculato Matter and Transportation 
Projects, Analysis Protocol", February 23,2005.). 
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RjCComTiiBndatioi); 

• Whara applicable, insure the PMl 0 project-level hotspot analysis is performed 
following the March 2006 procedures and that the analysis reflecU the changes of 
the procedures. EPA’s March 2006 guidance document on PM hotspots discusses 
the methods that can be used for performing qualitative PM2.5 and PMIO hotSpot 
analyses, including comparisons to other locations. In pEuticnlar, the guidance 
recommends considwinB PMIO and PM2.5 cemditioas ui nearby monitors, or 
locations similar to the proposed project, 

Construciion Mitigation Measures 

The Draft EIS should include SCAQMD rwjuiicmonts to reduce emissions, ha addition 
to these measures, EPA rocorntrieiids the following additional measures to reduce the impacts 
resulting from future constnicdon associated with this project. 

Rcconuuendntinns; 

Due to the serious nature of the PMIO and PM2.S conditions in the project area. BPA 
recommends that the best available control measures (BACM) for these pollutants be 
irr^Icmented at all times and that the Draft EIS, Final BIS, and Record of Decision 
(ROD) incorpoinlo a ConstmcUoa Mitigation Plan. We recomincnd that (U all 
applicable requirements under SCAQMD Rules, and (2) the following additional and/oi 
revised measures be incorporated into a Construction Mitigation Plan, 


FMfiirive Dust Source Controls: 

• Subilize open storage piles and diShVbed areas by covering andyor applying water 
or chcmlcal/organlc dust palliative where appropriate. This applies to toth 
inactive and active sites, during workdays, weckcuids, holidays, and windy 
conditions. 

- Install wind fencing and phase grading operations where apj;nropriate. and operate 
water trucks for stabilization of surfaces under Windy conditions. 

• When hauling material and operating non-earthmoving eqntpment, prevent 
spillage and limit speeds to IS miles per hour (mpb). Limit speed of earth-moving 
equipment to 10 mph. 

Mobile and Stationary Source Controls: 

• Reduce use, trips, and unnecessary idling from lieavy equipment. 

• Maintain and tune engines pea: maniifacturor’a specifications to perform at EPA 
certiflcution levels and to perform at verified standards applicable to retrofit 
technologies. Employ periodic, unscheduled inspections to limit unnecessary 
idling and to ensure that construcrion equipment is properly maintained, umed, 
and modified consisteal with established specifications. 

• Piolnbit any tampering with engines and reqmre continuing adherence to 
manufacturers roconunendations 
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• Lxasc uet'Wer and cleaner equipment meeting the most Stnagent of applicable 
FcUcial or Stale Standards. In general, only Tier 2 or newer engines slionld bo 
employed in Ibo constmetiem phase, given the scale of the ctjnsirucUofl project, 
the level of the exposed population, and the high background levels of poUulanis 
in the area. 

« Utilize EPA-registered paiticuiate traps and otlier appropriate controls where 
Buiiabla to rednee emissions of diesel partienJate matter and other pollutants at the 
construction site. 

Administrative controls: 

• Idcnli fy all commitments to reduce construction emissions end update the air 
quality analysis to mflect additional air quality iraprovcmenis that would result 
firom adopting specific air quality measures. 

« Identic where implementation ofmitigation measures is rejected based on 
economic infoasibUity. 

• Prepare an Inventory of all equipment prior to construction and identify the 
suitability of add-on emission controls for each piece of equipment before 
groundbreaking. (Suitability of control devices is based on: whether there is 
reduced uormal availability of the constniction equipment due to increased 
downtime and/or power output, whether there may be significant daniago caused 
to the constructioa equipment engine, or whether there may be a siguificant risk to 
nearby woilcets or the public.) 

• Utilize cleanest avnilabla fuel engines in construction equipment and identify 
opportunities for olBctrLficaiion. Use low sulfur fuel (diesel with IS pat cs pet 
million or less) in engines where alternative fuels .such as biodiesel and natural 
gas are not possible. 

• Develop a construction traffic and parking managcdncnt plan that minimizes 
UafSc luterfbienco and mamtuin tralHo flow, 

• Identify sensitive receptors in llic project area, such as children, eldeily, and 
infirnt, and specify the means by which you will minimize impacts to these 
populations. For exampl*^! locate construction equipment and staging zones away 
flom sensitive receptors away from fresh air intakes to buildings and air 
conditioners. 

• Given the severity of the PM problem in the area and tlte size of the cousuuction 
activity associated with the proposed project, commit to implement during all 
construction phases more than the mimmum of one B ACM in eadi category in 
order to rerhice PM emissions to the miniimun. 

• Locate constniction equipment and staging zones away from sensitive recepiore 
such as children and the elderly as well as away from fresh air intakes to buildings 
mid ah' cnndltionets. 


Water Re.sQaTces 


Tlie Clean Water Act Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines (Guidelines) at 40 CFR Part 
230.IQ(a) state that , -no liischarge of dredged or fill material shall be permitted if there is a 
pracdcablc altcinaiivc to the proposed discharge which would have less adverse impact on the 
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aquiitic ecosystem, so long as the alternative does not have other significant adverse 
euvlronmentai coDsequonces.” Wliilf- EPA has concurred dial tire high speed tnun altcrnalive 
alignment identified in the completed statewide Tier 1 PEIS for the Los Angeles to Orange 
County section of the project is "most likely to contain" the least enviroimicntnlly damaging 
pracUcabic alternative (LEDPA), FRA and CHSRA will have to demonstrate in the ETS for this 
project that potential impacts to waters of the United States have been avoidj^ and minimized to 
the maximum extent practicable prior to obtaining a CWA Section 404 permit (40 CFR 
230.10(a) end 230.10(d)). 

Recommendations; 

• hi this 'ller 2 Draft EIS for the Los Angeles to Orange County high speed train, 
follow through with connnitmciUs made in Cho statewide Tier 1 Pinal PEIS, 
specifically "Avoidance and rainimization measures would be incorporated into 
the devolopmeut, design, and implementation pha-scs atproject-’level 
environmental analysis. In addition, close coordination will occur with the 
regulatory agencies to develop specific design and construction, standards for 
•Stream crossings, infra-SlTucture setbacks, monitoring during constmclion, and 
other best management practices" (Final PEIS, Page 3.17-13). 

• Demonslrato that all potential impacts to waters of the United Stales have been 
avoided and minimized. If these rcaouiees cannot be avoided, Ihc Draft EIS 
analyses should clearly demonstrate how cost, logistical, or technological 
const 2 ramts preclude avoidance and minimization of impacts. 

• Identity design measures and modifications to avoid and minimize impacts to 
water resources. Quantify the bciiefits achieved for each alternative studied, for 
example, number of sticuin crossings avoided, acres of waters of the United States 
avoided, etc, 

• Identify all protected resources with special designations und all special aquatic 
sites and waters within state, local, and federal protected lands. Additional steps 
should be taken to avoid and mininuze impacts to these areas. 

Bioloaicnl 'Resources 

EPA is suppoLllve of FRA and (3HSBA commitments in toe statewide Tier 1 PEIS that 
’‘projert-levcl studies will Identify areas where it Ls important to maintain connectivity and will 
ensure that sufficient mitigation is included to maintain movement corridors," and wildlife 
underpasses or overpasses will he added to the (high sliced iiUln) ot-giade aligninenis, where 
appropriate, to reduce the overall offeccs on wildlife corridors and movcnieivis (Final PE.TS 
Appendix 2, Qiaptei- 9, Standard Response 3.15.9). 

Recommendations: 
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• Tncoiporatc inforiDation developed iot the Missing Linkages Report and identify 
how aJtexiiatives have baea designed lo allow for continued wildlife movement; 
California Missing Linkages Report; 

hitp'.//scwildlant)s.oi'g/iniss5iiglin]cs/rapoits/download^uiisslftglinlcages.hlni 

• Use data developed for the statewide Californiii Wildlife Action Plan (CWAP) lo 
inform die siting of alternatives and luiligatlon ideas. Identify in the Draft HIS the 
specilic design changes proposed to avoid resources. The CWAP addresses 800 
at-risk species and provides range maps. The range maps for these species arc 
available from die California Department of Fisli and Game. 
http;//www.dfg.ca.govAiabiiats/^^P/ 

• In addition to locating the available data indicating where spocieg ranges may be 
bisected by the liigh speed ftain system, EPA rccoinTnends that FRA and CHSRA 
facilitate a meeting of scientists and local expeits to explore the specific locations 
and design fentores for wildlife crossings tMt ane needed. 

• Identify the connections that would likely remain after construction of the high 
speed train system and highlight thc-Se areas aa "connectivity zones" for protection 
and presOTvation. In the Draft EIS, Identify specific commitments for 
preservation of these conidois ihiough mitigation mea.sures and cooperative 
agreements. 

• Disclose how fencing the train route will affect wildlife movement and dlsciKss 
how fendng foi’ safety purposes will be integrated with proposed wildlife 
passages, such as culverts, bridges, viatiucts, iindeipasses, and overpasses. 

Noise Impucfy 

The Draft EIS should address fhe potential noise and vibration impact to residents, 
businesses, and wildlife rel?iCcd lo the constructiofl. and operoUon of the proposed project. 
Potential impact to human health and welfare and wildlife activity are imporhint with a project 
of this magnitude, particularly in light of the maximum speed and resulting sounds and 
vibrations that the high speed train will prodace ihrooghout the train route. 


Recommendations: 

All noise impacts to should be folly analyzed and presented In the Draft EIS. In addition, 
the Draft EIS should include commitounls to implement measures to adequately mitigate 
nnTse inipacts associated willi the project. ITie Draft EIS should as^s noise and 
vilirailon exposure lo determiue higli, medium, and low severity of impacts near the 
proposed high speed train route. The Draft ETS should address nocturnal mid diurnal 
impacts to wildlife activities such as foraging, predator avoidance, and nesting that may 
be affected by new sounds and vibrations introduced to natural habitats. 
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Miithods to incotponife effective public participaiiOQ into the NEPA process should be 
fblly described and implemented early to better incorporate public concerns into the 
Ijlanoing process. Where potcuUal acquisition of property Is proposed, an open, 
participatory process involving affected lesidcuts should be Implcirujnted. 

I'onTielhia MellimlologV and Imoacfe 

The Draft EIS should identify tlte amount of material to be removed per mile of tunnel 
and where material will be disposed or stored, Any impacts associated with the transport and 
storage of fdl should be described and mitigated Discuss the tunneling methodology to be 
utilized and the corresponding environmental impacts. Identify .specific design measures and 
options to insure lliat the ftill scope of environmental impacts associated with tunneling are 
considered in project design. 

Recommendations; 

• Discuss tbe methodology proposed for luunding associated with die high speed 
train system alternative, including equipment and planned locations for staging 
tunnel operations and methods for transportation of tunnel equipmeat. 

• Estimate the utiles of roads required for operation and access for emergency 
personnel in tunneled inBaa and the number of Icuiporary roods required for each 
mile of tunnel consurucrion. Include proposed methods for removal and 
revegetation of these roads. 

• Quantify the environmental impacts associated with the tunneling and requirod 
connected actions, for example amount of material removed per mile tunnel, 
impacts as.sociated with storage of removed material, road access required, 
impacts associate with the transport of removed materials etc. 

• Discuss the potential impacts of tunneling on the maintenance of stream flows. 
Address the potential for tunneling to affect riparian Imbitat, the direction of 
lateral movement of water through the soil profile, and the recharge of shallow, 
unconfined aquifers. 

Envirmimcntal .Tustice and Comnmnltv Involvement 

Executive Order 12898 addresses Envirouutental Justice in minority and lovr income 
populations, and the Council on Environmental Quality has devdopod gnidanca concerning how 
to address Environmental Justice in the envirorrmental review process 
(http://ceq.eb.doc.gov/nepa/tegs/ej/jusiice.pdf). 

Rccommcndatioiis: 

• Identify how the proposed aUeraatives may affect the mobility of low-income or 
minority populations in the surrounding area. 
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* Provide specific, appropriate railifiatinn meiwures for any anticipated adverse 
impacts to canunnnLly incuibers. 

• Include oppoituniticB for ijicoiporoting public input to promote context sensitive 
dcKigru oapecially in Environmental JTustice communities. 

CunuiJative Impact AnalVate 

Cumulative impacts are defined in the Council on EiiviroriTncntal Quality's (CEQ) NBPA 
regulations as llic impact on the environment that results from the incremental impact of the 
action when added to the other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions, 
regardless of what agency (Federal or tiou-Fcdcml) or person undortakes such actions (40 CIFP 
1508.7). The cumulative Impacts analysis should provide the context for understanding the 
magnitude of the impacts of die aliematlvea by analyzing the impacts of other post, present, and 
reasonably foreseeable projects or actions and then considering liiose cumulative impacts in their 
entirely. These actions include both transportation and non-transportation activities. Where 
adverse cumulative impacts are identified, the Draft ElS should disclose the parties that would be 
responsible for nvoiduig, minimizing, and midgating those adverse impacts (CEQ's Forty Most 
Frequently Asked Questions #19). 

Recommendations: 

• The entmilalive impact analysis shonld consider non-traospoitation projects such 
as large-scale developments and approved urban planning projects that are 
reasonably foreseeable and are identified within city and county planning 
docutncQts. 

The coirnilative impact analysis should describe the “identifiable present effects” 

(o various re.sources attributed to past actions. The purpose of consideriug pasi 
actions is to determine the current health of resources. This information forms the 
basohne for assessing potential cumulative impacts uud can be used to develop 
cooperative straiegies for resources protection (CEQ's Forty Most Frequently 
Asked Qaestinn.s #19). Identify the current condition of the resource as a mea-sure 
of past impacts. For example, the pereentage of wetlands lost to date. 

■ Identify the future condition of the resource based on an analysis of the 

cumulative impacts of reasonably foreseeable projects or actions added to cxiBtmg 
conditions and current trends. Identify the titaid in the condiuon of Uk- resource as 
a measuj-c of present impacts. For example, the health of the resoiiicc is 
Improving, declining, or stasis. 

• The cumulative impact analysis should identify potential large, landscapc-lcvcl 
Riafcwidc and regional impacts, as well as poteutinl iorga-scale mitigation 
measures. The analysis should examine landscape-level impacts to all sensitive 
resources oa a statewide and regional scale. The cumulative impact analysis 
shonld guide future project-level imalj^es and potential avoidance and 
mininiization mcasuroSj while focusing design and mitigation efforts. Disclose the 
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parties that would bd responsible for avoiding, minimizing, and mideo^g those 
Eulveise Impacts. 

* Assess the cuniulalive Impacts contribution of the proposed alternatives to the 
long-term health of the resource, and provide a specific nicasuio for the prqjcolcsd 
impact from the pixiposed oltemaiives. 

• EPA recommends that FRA and CHSRA use Caltians recently publishcj 
cumulative impacts guidance, which i-S applicable to cumulative impact analyses 
for non-road projects. This guidance can be found at 

[hli:p://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/cuinulative_guidanca/purpose.htm]. 

Urowtti Inducing Analv.sis 

EPA recommends maki ng both the methodology and iho assumptions in the growUi 
inducing analysis na transparent as possible to the public and decision maicers. 

Recommendations; 

EPA provides the following recommcndniJon for incorporation into the Draft EIS; 

» Tdenti^ which land use model wfll be used, discuss its strengths and weaknesses, 
and describe why it was selected. 

• Identify the assuuiptioiis used in the model, the slrcugtlis and weaknesses of the 
assumptions, and why tliose assumptions were selected. For example, describe 
which method will be used to allocalc growth to analysis zones, its strengths and 
weaknesses, and why that method was selccted. 

• Ground truth the results of the land use model by enlisting local experh'se 
involved in land use issues, such ns local government officials, land use and 
transportation planners, home loan officers, and real estate representatives. Use 
their collective knowledge to validate or modify the reanlts of the land use model. 

• Use the results of the growth inducing analysis to inform station locarions, and 
parking lot size and locations, as well as mitigation measures to reduce 
envirorrmcntal impacts. 

• Identify station locations that arc currently zoned for high density development 
and those that are not. Address potential growth-related mitigation efforts, 
including incentives for trarisii-oileoted development, measures to increase the 
capacity of cily/connty planning efforts> and mechanisms to encourage transit 
oriented development 

• Use FIIWA and Caltrans recently published growth-related impacts guidance, 
which is applicable to growth-related imiwct analyses for non-road projects 
outside of California. This guidance can be found at 
[http;//www.daLca,gov/ser/Qrowth- 
relaied_lQdirectImpactAnalysia/grLguidance.huiiJ. 
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Rnil Stations 

The Draft EIS should identify where proposed stations, paildng lots, and additional 
required iiifmatrueture will be located in the piojecr corridor, and should disclose liic associated 
impacts from station development on planned aitd unpLanned growth. 

RficoimneudftUons: 


BPA provides the foUov/ing reconimciidaiion for incorporation into the DraftBJS: 


• Identify the expected land use changes associated with siatioo locations. 

• Identify the associated environiiieniftl Impacts of those land use chauges, both 
indirect and ci»m«lative. 

• Identify pardes responsible for mitigating the envitonmcnlal impacts associated 
with the indirect and cumulative impacts of the projected land use changes. 

Station Fealuraji 

One of the greatest benefits of the project is to reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT). 

EPA strongly supports including project elements that will further reduce VMT. 

RBcoinniendatioiJs: 

EPA provides the following recommeudacion for incorporation inti> the Draft ElSt 

■ Minimize the parking lots to the greatest extent possible at the stations. 

• Cooiriinate with other transit providers to maximize .station access by Udnait. 

• Design the new facilities to be pedestriaii and bicycle-friendly, in addition to 
linking with other inodes of tiansiL 

• Suppoit policies that will increase d6n.sliy and mixed-uses in the station areas. 
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Community Development DeportirienT 



April 27, 2007 

Mr. Dan Leavitt 
Deputy Director 

ATTN! Lo 3 Angeles to Orange County HST 
California High Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 



SUBJECT: NOP of Project Level EIR/EIS for Los Angeles to Orange County HST 


Dear Mr. Leavitt; 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope and content of the Project Level 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) / Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to be prepared for 
the Los Angelas to Orange County High-Speed Train system, primarily along the LOSSAN Rail 
Coriidor. The City of Fullerton supports continued planning for the rail system to facilitate the 
efficient movement of people and goods and to support multimodal trari'sportalion opportunities. 

Since the addition of Amlrak in 1970 and Metrollnk in 1905 to the City of Fullerton, the Fullerton 
Transportation Center has become the busiest train station in Orange County and is roulinaly 
one of the busiest stafons In boardings on the Melrolink and Pacific Surfiiner systems. From 
the Fullerton Depot, Amtrak makes connections to locations nationwide and Metrollnk makes 
connections to Los Angeles, San Diego, San Bernardino and Riverside Counties. The Fullerton 
Transportation Center also contains an Orange County Transit Authority bus tiansfer station 
which connects to cities within Orange County. Bicycle lockers are available at the public 
parking structure and bicycle racks are available at the train station. The Transportation Center 
Is well served by automobile routes including Harbor Boulevard and Commonwealth Avenue 
Vi'hich provide access to the regional freev/ay system Transit information is available at the 
Transportation Center and the area is easily accessible to pedestrians. 

The City of Fullerton and its Redevelopment Agency are currently in the planning process with a 
private development team to turn the Fullerton Transportation Center into a higher-density 
mixed-use, transit oriented development. The stated goal of the project is to leverage current 
and future transit ridership to provide transit oriented housing and commercial development 
opportunities, create employment opportunities and provide greater access for pedestrians, 
bicycles, buses and automobiles to the Fullerton Transportation Center and the regional rail 
service portal it represents. 

To this end, the City of Fullerton requests that the Project Level EIR ! EIS evaluate as an 
alternative an additional HST station at the Fullerton Transportation Center including “skfp-stop" 
scheduling whereby some trains stop while others continue through’the station. The LOSSAN 
Comdor alignment already passes through the City of Fullerton and the Fullerton Transportation 
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Center, Furthermore, room is available to accommodate the necessary station modifications for 
the designation as a HST station. With the existing transit-friendly improvements as well as 
development planning efforts underway, Fullerton provides a station location that will support 
mixed-use, pedestrian-oriented development around the station while providing multi-modal 
regional connections, consistent with the stated station criteria. 


If you should have questions regarding this response, please call me at (714) 738-6884. 
Slncej^ly, 




Heather R. S. Allen 
Acting Senior Planner 


CC: Chris Mayer, Ci(y rrianager 

Joe Fclz, Assistant to the City Manager 
Jay Eastman, Acting Chief Planner 
□an Hoppe, City Engineer 

Joel W. Rosen, AlCP, Acting Dlraclor, Community Development 

Robert M. Zur Schmiede, Director Redevelopment and Economic Development 
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MetrcpoClin TVaasportittlori Autharicy 


One Gateway Pliia 
Les An(^es, CA 9c>0)x-9i93z 



Metro 
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mfltiti.net 


April 27.2007 

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director 
ATTN: Los Angeles to Orange County HST 
CaJifoniia High-Speed Hail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacranionto, CA 95814 

Thanlc you&r the opportunity to comment an the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for 
the Project Level JGnviroitm<intaJ Impact Report/lsnviromneirtal Impact Statement 
(BIR/EIS) for the Las Angdes (Union Station) to Orange County (Auabeim Regional 
Tiunsportation Iat(aTnodal Center) section of the California High-Speed Train (HST) 
System. This letter conveys recommendations from the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) concerning issues that are germane to 
our agency’s statutory lespcmsibilities in rdation to the proposed project. 

A Tr^fic Impact Analysis (TIA), with highway, freeway, and transit components, is 
required unxier the State oj'California Congestion Management Program (CMP) 
stattrte. Ihe CMP TIA Guidelines are published in the “2004 Congestion 
Management Program for Los Angeles County”, Appendix D. The geogmphin area 
examined in the TIA must include tire following, at a mini mum- 

1. All CMP artetiai monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway 
on/off-ramp intersections, where the proposed project will add 50 or 
more trips during either the a.m. or p.m. weekday pealc hour (of adjacen I 
street traflSc); and 

2. Maiiilmc freeway-monitoring locations where the project will add 150 or 
more trips, in either directiori, during eitlier tlie a.m. or p.m. weekxlay 
peak hour. 


Among the rwpiired steps for the analysis of development-related impacts to transit 
arte 

3. Evidence that in addition to Metro, all afTcclcd Municipal transit operainrs 
received the NOP for the Draft BIR; 

4. A summary of the existing transit services in the area; 

3. Bstimatetl project trip generation and mode assignment for both tnonung 
and evening peak periods: 

6. Documeniatiori on the assumptions/analyses used to determine the 
number and percentage of trips assigned to transit; 

7- Information on facilities and/or programs that will be incorpomted into 
the development plan that will encourage public transit usage and 
transportation demand management (TDM) policies and programs; and 

8. An analysis of the expected project impacts on cmient and future transit 
services along with proposed project miligatirm. 
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Regarding the SJignient from the Orange County Line to Los Angeles, there aie 
several additional issues that need to be addressed; 

9. The Metro Rail facilities at 320 S. Santa fe Stteet, Los Angeles (Division 
20) must not be compromised in any way by the construction or operation 
of the HST Project 

10. The Metro Red Line ROW, including structures and wayside systems, 
from Union Station to and over the Los Angeles River must not he 
compromised in any way by the construction or operation of the HST 
Project 

11. The Meti'o Gold Line Bastside Extension currently imder conatnictiun 
must not be compromised in any way by the construction or operation of 
the HST Project 

12. The project's potential impact on undeveloped Metro inihoad riglrt -of. 
way (ROW) including tire Harbor Subdivision. This corridor has been 
identified as potential strategic project corridor in the emerging update to 
Metro's Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and its study area 
includes the west bank of the LA River between Union Station and the 
Alameda freight rail corridor. 

13. The project’s potential impact on bus terminals such a.s iliosc at Norwalk 
Transportation Center Metrolink station and the nearby Norwalk Metro 
Green Line Station will need to be thoroughly addressed to ensure service 
continuity and access. 

Tti addition, Metro Planning has comments regarding the over-all High Speed Rail 
(HSR) program; 

14. Metro Pla lining is aurently actively pursiung AA/DEIS/DEER, phases of 
several new nransportation corridors. Some of tiiese corridor st^es will 
indndc alternative rail and other transportation uses in siinDar corridors 
to HSR. Metro and the High-Speed Rail Authority should coordinate 
dosely to avoid impacts on these corridors. These corridors and program 
studies indude; 

a) Eastside Transit Corridor Phase II, with a study area extending 
firom Union Station and the lA River south ofl-S, north of I-IO, 
and east of I-60S; 

b) Regional Connector, a tight rail connection through downtown 
LA between Union Statiun/LiltleTokyo and the Blue Line 
terminus at 7*/Metro Center station; 

c) Westside Transit Corridor, with a study area extending from the 
WUshire subway terminus and the HoUywood/Highhuad station 
west to the ocean; 

d) Orange Lino Canoga corridor extension; 

e) Harbor Subdivision corridor extending firom Union Station to 
LAX and fire South Bay, potentially usiug the West Eaulc of the 
Los Angeles River south of Union Station; 

1) Tlic Crenshaw Coiridor, a transit corridor between tlie 

Exposition light rail line or Wilshire Boulevard and LAX or ihe 
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Green Line. Thie corridor may Ludude a portion of Metro’s 
Harbor Subdivision r^ht of way. This study will include 
highway and/or rail alternatives; 

§) 1-710 South corridor between Highway 60 and die Ports of Los 
Angeles and Long 3each; 

h) Metro is evaluating tcclinologies for use on Metro-owned, 
MeUoUnk-operated rail lines in Lo.s Angeles County. One 
technology is Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) or otlierwise self- 
propelled passenger rail vehicle, but the study is not liinxted to 
this technology. One HSR line to be evaluated is identified in 
the LIST study as Metro/Metrolhik. Tlie possibility of this 
operation on existing tracks should be talon into consideration 
in the project-level EIR. 

Other Metro planning effoits relevant to HSR include: 

t) The I,ong Bcadi Blue Line and Exposition Line Coruieclor 
study, and analysis including a pertential light rail connection 
between the Washington Dlvd./Long Beach Ave. Blue Line 
station and Union Station on die eastern edge of Downtown LA; 

j) Long-term planning for Metro rail yard and maintenance 
fiidlities. Potential sites indude locations near the LA River and 
other HSR corridor segments. These yard sites may be 
compatible wiih HST storage and niaintenance. 

Other transit planning efforts not conducted by Metro, but involving Metro 
infiastnicture, may have elements impacted by HSR alignments and programs. 

These dements indude yard storage and maintenance needs. The plannii^ efforts 
indude; 

k) A western extension of the Exposition light rail line to Santa 
Monica; and 

l) The Gold Line foothill extension. 

Ul. Clearly, HST scheduling is critkal to avoid conflicts with MetroUnk, 
Amtrak, freight rail, and Metro Rail. 

16. Any consideration of potcnlial HSR impacts to freight raE service in Los 
Angdes Cotuity should be in compliance with Metro Goods Movement 
polidcs. Metro requests a tfaorou^ evaluation of impacts and benefits to 
goods movement. 
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17. Metro requests an evaluation of a HSR program that aDows existing 
infrastructure to support inaemental improvements that may ultimate in 
HSR. There are many incremental improvement steps between existing 
passenger rail service and 225 MPH rail. This evaluation should consider 
the following; 

a) Incremental upgrades to existing service at speeds of ' 

approximately 80-125 mph depending on the operating corridor; 

b) Closing of gaps in the existing statewide passenger rail network; 

c) Ulectiification of existing passenger and fireiglit rail segments; 

d) Designate incremental hi^ier speed rail corridors In shorter 
segments which can he implemented in a shorter time fiame; 

e) Shorter segment corridors that are not necessarily contiguous; 

f) Funding and budget commitments Lhiough existing studies and 
other creative finance mechanisms; 

g) Fnvii'onmental clearances and design to match the above 
initiatives; 

h) A budget an operating plan that is achievable even full funding 
for statewide is not .stjaired; and 

i) Identify thritngh the study process key Intermodal 
Transportation Centers, which will support this type of service. 

An accompanying alternative proposal should also: 

j) Identify other longer range planning initiatives to allow 
additional incremental speed improvements to bring 
train/corxidor segment speeds to higher than 125 mph; 

k) Identify in this planning initiative more incremental segments 
or extensions to existing incremental higher speed segments: 

^ Identify a plan and a funding commitment to rig^t of way 
reservations as necessary for possible future alignrnenb!; 

m) Identify a plan, funding commitment and schedule to address 
lechni^ challenges and problem spots not yet addiessed from 
the ultimate project, which may require furllicr study; and 

n) Update an ultimate project plan based on this longer range 
planning initiative, perhaps in a stiategic plan. 

21. Metro requests an evaliiation of various forms of standard passenger 
service with more frequent stops within tlie HSR ROW. Tor example, 
upon completion of HSR between Palmdale and Bakersfield, would 
conventional or scmi-liigh-speed (125 MFH) passenger rail be able to 
operate in the corridor/' Amtrak currently operates a bus bridge between 
Bakersfield and LA Uillon Station. It would be less than optimum if 
travelers had no travel service options filling the quality and price range 
liciwecn Inxs service and high-speed laQ in this corridor. The 
identification of dedicated passenger rail rights of way would be a benefit 
potentially shared by all operators. 
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22. Metta requests an evaluation of IISR oi semi-liigli-speed rail service with 
3 ticket structure that presents a reasonable alternative to shift 
Sieeway trips to laiL Tlie HSR appears tn be designed to compete widi 
airlines. That present the expectation of airline-similar fares. A focus on 
pricing commensurate with auto driver diversion may suggest moderate 
initial speeds and/or travel disetnints, 

23. Metro requests that flie operating energy, operating cost and potential 
energy savings of HSR at initial speeds c£ 125 miles per hoiu" be 
considered in addition to very high speed operation. 

24. Metro owns the railroad ROW along both Ihe Hast and West Banks of the 
Los Angeles River throughout Dorvntown Los Angeles from North to 
South. The ROW is currently used in whole or partby Amtralc, Metrolink 
and a variety of fielght railroads. The HSR Construction Authority and 
its coosultanla should coordinate with Metro on the future plans for this 
ROW during all phases of the HSR development process. Metro staff is 
prepared to coordinating with ihe H.5R and its arnsuUanU to ensure that 
potential HSR needs accommodate fixture design assumptions. Please 
include potential impacts to Amtiak, Metrolink, freight rail and Metro 
Rail. 

25. Metro, Metrolink, Amtrak, firdght and PISR plans for LA River-adjacent 
Uack need to comply with tlie principles of Ihe LA River Revitalizadon 
Master Plan. These principles promote a sustainable and greener Los 
Angeles River as part of Regional Ikonsportation and linviionmeutal 
Goals. 

26. For segments along the LA River in downtown LA, Metro requests that 
ihe HSR Authority considers placing these track segments within at-grade 
reinforced concrete box structures suitable for eiicloRixre within soil, 

Such an approach would allow surface level landscaping, bilce and 
pedestrian paths, mhted-usc bansit oriented development, and passive 
recreation dong the LA. River. 

22. Please evaluate how the placement of HSR bracks in surface level box 
siructuies covered in soil would allow the trains to approach stations at 
relatively high speed without noise or visual impacts on the surrounding 
community. 

28. Please evaluate how joint development above tracks within box sbucLuics 
can help the HSR Authority to recover construction costs. Joint 
development efforts should be coordinated with the Los Angles City 
Planning DepaTtment, the LA Communi^ Redevelopment Agency, Metro 
Real Propei-ty Management and Development, and possibly Amtx^ or 
other agencies. Joini Development coordination with Mclro should be 
arranged throu^ Mr. Roger Moiiere, Chiefs Real Property Management 
and Development, at 213-y22-2225. 

29. The EIS/EIR should fully identify HSR rail facility needs. It is likely that 
any successful HSR design will need Los Angeles area rail yards. The 
effort to find a suitable HSR rail yaid should be part of an interagency 
effort to provide an adequate unified rail yard. 
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30. Curved station platforms have been successfully implemented along otiier 
HSR networks and should be thoroughly evaluated for Los Angeles 
County. For example, EuioStar rail service through the Channel T unnel 
successfully terminates at its west end al a severely curved London 
Waterloo Station. The use of stations widi one or more curve wUl avoid 
otherwise unavoidable extreme costs and allow cost-effective long 
platform stations. 

31. Revenue estimates should be compared to Acela Nortlieast Corridor, the 
Shinkansen, the TGV, the ICE, EuroStar and otlim HSR, Based upon 
prior history, demonstrate why felled bond issues would not be the 
California experience. Revenues from HSR between London and Paris 
were insufRdent to pay the capital aisl bonds and refinancing has proven 
nece-ssaty. The proposed routes wifliin California are longer tiian those 
between London and Paris and the size of the destination city at one end 
substantially smaller than tire Etuupean examples. 

32. Thoroughly analyze tlie response of airline carriers to HSR where it has 
been implemented elsewhere and shov/ what this means for California. 

33. Sensitivity analysis siiould be conducted showing dit cost impacts of less 
ihan expected revenue. 

34. Please discuss appropriate HSR train and platform length based on all 
modeling scenarioK. Please show how platform lengths allow future 
capacity and expansion. Based on acrM photo analysis, platfoims at 
London's Waterloo Station are approximately 1,300 feet in length. 

35. If previous Metro-funded improvements are imp.acted by HSR, these 
should be mitigated. In its role as funding agent for Los Angeles County 
transportation projects, Metro has provided liiuding for many transit, 
bilcfiway, pedestrian, street widening, freeway, s^nal technology, 
trmsportallon enhancements and other Improvement projects 
throu^utthe past several years. Metro encourages all possible 
preservation of these recent civic improvements in the consideration of 
alignment and station designs as HSR prcjgresses into more detailed 
design. 
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Meho looks forward to reviewing the Dinfl HlR. If you have any questions regarding 
this response, please contact Susan Chapman on my slaff at 21.3-9?>2-6908 or by email 
at chapnian3ig>metto.nel. Please send the Draft HIR to the following address: 

Metro CEQA Review Coordination 
One Gateway Plaza MS 99-23-2 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
Attn: Susan Chapman. 


Sincerely, 



Brad McAllerter 
Executive Officer, 

Long Range Planning & Coordination 


Cc Wilbui Babb 
Diego Cardoso 
Heather Hills 
Carol Inge 
Vehna Marshall 
Roger Moliere 
Bruce Shelburne 
Peter Voorhees 
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Dan Leavitt 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 


David Mootchnik [d.inootchnik@wondnetatt.net] 
Friday. April 27, 2007 4:32 PM 
Dan l.savitt 

Comments on the scoping study 


Dean Me i.eavitt. 

Today, April 27th, is the last day for public comments. I wish to have the followinE comitient 
put on record. 

Having reviewed the appropriate documents, I find the whole Idea of the higti speed rail line 
constructed and operated by public funding to be more than absurd. I advise that the whole 
project be rejected.' If a high speed rail line is to be considered it should be developed and 
operated by a for profit company or consortium and not at taxpayers expense. 

Thank you 

Dave Mootchnik 

Southern California Commuters Forum 
^f^^lw.SCcomlnuter.cDm 
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April 27,2007 


California High Speed Rail Aulhorily 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95X14 



Subject: California High Speed Train Project Level EIR/EIS 

Los Angeles to Orange County 


Dear Gentlemen: 


The City of Santa Fe Springs appreciates the opportunity to share our concerns regarding the 
proposed High Speed (HST) Corridor Improvements from Los Angeles to San Diego 
(LOSSAN)- We acknowledge that the LOSSAN corridor is, and will condone to be congested, in 
light of the anticipated increases in both vehicular and train volumes during the next 20 years. 
While transportation infrastructure improvements need to be made, we believe that those 
improvements need to be implemented In a manner that will minimize inconvenience and not 
adversely impact our local community. 

Further, it is our understanding that project-level EIR/EIS will provide detailed inlbimadon with 
respect to specific segments or projects that were not addressed in the Final Program EIR/EIS. 
With that in mind, we respectfully submit rlie following comments for your consideration. 

The horizontal alignment selected must consider the existing at-grade street crossings. With that 
in mind, it is our understanding that the HS T system will be fully grade separated at all tn^ossings; 
however, the funding required to construct grade .seitarations along the HST route will not be 
secured by the California High Speed Rail Authority. We arc conccnicd with this approach and 
believe that the funding for grade separations needs to be incorporated into the funding plan for the 
HST. 


We are also very concerned about the impact of the HST bn plarmed improvements within the City 
of Santa Fe Springs. In 2008, the City will begin construction of the Valley View Grade 
Separation. This project repre.sents an $80,000,000 investment by the City, Slate and the Federal 
government. Based on the information available, we believe lliis project would be significantly 
impacted by the HST, thereby uiidennining not only Ihc expenditure of tax-payer funds, but also 
the functionality and appearance of the improvemwits to be constructed. Should changes be 
needed, the City believes such changes should be approved by the City in advance and fully 
covered by the funding plan for the HST. We also want to point out that the Valley View Grade 
Separation is one of seven grade separations that are being planned within a 14.7-mile portion of 
the BNSF corridor which would be impacted by the HST. 

jaieplt 0. Serrano, Sc. Mayor • 5. Koinct. Mtyor Pra Tbn 

Ctiy CntincQ 

Uonrhiez • ueoy puouni • Ouiiavo K. Vfetneo 
CIry Manafior 
FroJer^ V. laslntM 
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California High Speed Rail Authority 
April 27,2007 
Page 2 


In 2009 the State will begin construction of the I-5/Carmenita Interchange. This is a $300,000,000 
project and represents tite first stage of freeway improvements to be completed along the 1-5 
between the Orange/I,os Angeles County boundary and Route 605 during tlie next ten years. The 
City has been actively involved in the planning of this project and would be opposed to any 
alignment of tlie HST that adversely impacts either the schedule or configuration of this project. 

We are concerned about the speed of the trains traveling in the urban area.s. It is our understanding 
that the trains will travel approximately 125 miles-per-hour tol50 miles-per-liour. Wc are 
concerned that the.se speeds may not be achievable considering tire existing conditions of the 
horixontal alignment in the BNSF corridor. In order to obtain the speeds listed above, straight 
length.s of track arc necessary. Since the existing alignment of the track is not straight, but consists 
of curves and bends that do not meet the minimum design standard.^ to achieve those speeds, we 
question the actual speeds and (ravel times desired. 

A.S previously statetl above, the State expects to begin construction on (lie Interstate 5 widening 
project in 2009. It appears that one alternative Is to have the HST run parallel to the 1-5 Freeway. 
In ordi-x for this alternative to be feasible, the horizontal aligiunent must consider the ultimate 
width of the 1-5 afler the widening, as well as future widening. 

Over the past six years, the City of Santa Fe Springs has been coordinating and working with 
Caltraus Division of Rail amd the BNSF Railroad on plan.s to construct a third main track within 
this corridor i.o serve eommirter train and freight operations. Based on our alignment study for this 
project, it is evident to us that substantial right-of-way would be required to install a fourth track 
within this corridor. Furthermore, in order to meet high speed train design .standanls, addilional 
right-of-way beyond just accommodating a fourth track would be needed. Tire property 
acquisition will have a significant effeel on land-use compatibility and will raise property and 
environmental justice i.s.snes from residents being displaced 

Due to tire close proximity of the HST to the residential areas, it is anticipated tliat there will be a 
significant increase in noise due to the installation of the fourth track. A noise analysis should be 
conducted to identify areas where mitigation measures will be needed, specifically in residential 
areas. 

Whether an elevated (rack or trench track is proposed, we ore concerned about the aesthetics of the 
project. Tlie proposed HST improvements will cause significajit changes in tlie visual landscape 
along the corridor in its uKimale location. We are requesting that the visual impacts be ideutifieci 
and addressed accordingly. Specifically, we have ooncern.<t with the aesthetics regarding the 
number and spacing of the overhead electric poles providing power for the HST. Oin policy is to 
underground as many new utilities as possible; however we understand the need for the overhead 
electrical poles in this instance. We are requesting that measures be taken to minimize the 
“■soldier" look of the overhead poles within the corridor. 
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We have assumed Uiat separate power substations will be construetcd lo ser\'e the HST, 
Therefore, the HST will not cause existing potver substations to be upgraded and that costs for 
these substations will be included in the HST budget 

It is our understanding that a Transit Huh/Statjon is proposed in the Southeast Los Angeles 
County/Oalcway Cities region. According to the Final Program EIR/EIS, the existing 
Norwalk/Santa Fe Springs Metrolinlc Station i.s the site being proposed. Unfortunately, the 
existing configuralion of this location cannot support the parking ra|uired to serve the HST, nor is 
it feasible for this location to support tlie .straight length of track necessary to accommodate the 
HST. We suggest that more detail be provided on the ffeasibility of Uiis location as a Hub/Station 
and recommend that alternative sites witliin the region be studied. We are open and look forward 
U) working with the California High Speed Rail Authority on selecting other locations within the 
City of Santa Fc Springs which are more feasible. 

Of major concism is the overall funding and cost of the HST. Wc are concerned that lack of 
tending sources may potentially cause local funding to be att'ected. 

We respectfully request that these locally .significant ls.sue.s be addressed in the Project-level 
EIR/Fl.S. We appreciate the opportunity to provide these cotximents and looks forward to your 
responses lo our comments. 

If you have any questions, please contact Noe Negrete of this otEce at (562) 868-0511, exL 7611. 
Very truly yours, p. 

Donald K. Jensen (y 
Director of Public Works 

DKJ/nn/mc 

xcj Frederick. W, Latham. City Manager 

Robert G. Orpin, Director of Planning and Development 
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KEOKJVKD 
APR 3 0 t‘UU7 

BY; 


City of Tustin 

300 Centennial Way 
Tustin. CA 92780 
714.573.3100 


Mr, Dan Leavitt 
Deputy Director 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

SUBJECT: REVIEW OF NOP/NOI FOR PHASE 1 OF THE ORANGE COUNTY 
SEGMENT OF THE CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL PROJECT 

Dear Mr. Leavitt; 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) 
and Notice of Intent (NOI) for the preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact 
Reporl/Environmcntal Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for Ifie Los Angeles to Orange County 
segment of the proposed California High Speed Rail project. The Los Angelos to Orange 
County' segment is proposed to travel along the existing Los Angclcs-Sah Diego Rail 
corridor (LOSSAN)' between Los Angeles* Union Station and the Anaheirn Regional 
Transportation Intermodal Center. 

According to the NOP. the segment from Anaheim to Irvine (called Pliase 2) will be 
evaluated in a future environmental document. Although the City of Tustin intends to 
provide comments on the environmental analysis tor Phase 2 at the appropriate time, 
we would at this time like to express our concerns regarding the proposed Orange 
County alignment. 

The City of Tustin has expressed its opposition to high speed rail through Tustin in 
letters to the High Speed Rail Authority dated June 1, July 1, and July 19, 1999, and 
September 24, 2001. The City of Tustin remains concerned that the proposed High 
Speed Train (HST) system will have significant and, unavoidable adverse noise, 
vibration, safely, aesthetic and traffic impacts on adjacent properties within the City of 
Tustin. The burden of these impacts on existing residential areas of our community 
outweighs any potential benefits to our community. 

We continue to support the inland Interstate 15 corridor in lieu of the Orange County 
route to Irvine, as recommended In the California High-Speed Rail Commission's 
Summary Report and Action Plan dated December 1996. As stated in the 1996 report, 
the LOSSAN corridor appears to be best suited for incremental improvements to 
existing conventional rail service. 
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Page 2 


Thank you again for the opportunity to provide comments on the NOP/NOI. The City of 
Tustin would appreciate receiving notification of the Draft EIR/EIS document when It 
becomes available. 

If you have any questions regarding the City's comments, please call me at (714) 573- 
3016. 

Sincerely, 

Scott Reekstin 
Senior Planner 


cc: Tim Serlet 

Elizabeth Binsack 
Dana Kasdan 
Doug Anderson 
Terry Lutz 


SR:naiI//HlDh Speed Train NOP April 2007 LsUer.doc 




COUNTY or LOS ANGELES 
DHPARTMJiN']’ OT J’ARICS AND RECREATION 

‘Creating Community Thmugh People. Parks and Programs" 

_Ru 33 Guiney, Director 


April 30,2007 


Sent via omail 


Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director 
California High Speed Rail Authority 
Los Angeles - Orange Segment 
925 L Street. Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


Dear Mr. Leavitt; 


NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A PROJECT LEVEL 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
(EIR/EIS) FOR A LOS ANGELES (UNION STATION) TO ORANGE COUNTY 
(ANAHEIM REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION INTERMODAL CENTER [ARTIC]) 
HIGH-SPEED TRAIN SYSTEM, PRIMARILY ALONG THE LOSSAN RAIL CORRIDOR 

The Notice of Preparation (NOP) for an EIR/EIS for a Los Angeles to Orange County 
segment of the California High-Speed Train System has been reviewed for potential 
impact on the facilities of this Department. Construction of the project as described in 
the Notice of Preparation may impact facilities under the jurisdiction of this Department 
for which we offer the following comments. 

• The project may impact County Trails; 

#2-ProposBd Los Angeles River Trail 
#5-Rio Hondo River Trail 
#8-San Gabriel River Trait 

Copies of the County Trails Brochure are enclosed, For specific trail inquiries 
please contact Robert Ettleman, Department Trails Coordinator, at (213) 351- 
5134 or rettleman(a)Dafks.lacouritv.Qov . 

• In reference to Figure B, the proposed alignments would be in close proximity to 
the following park facilities: 

Sorenson Park 
11419 Rosehedge Drive 
Whittier, CA 9060G-1927 


Pbnning and Developrient Agency • 510 South Vermont Ava • tJM Angale*. CA 9(X)ZD-197S • (213) 351-60S9 


Mr. Leavitt 
April 30. 2007 
Pags2 


Amelia Mayberry Park 
13201 East Meyer Road 
Whiltier, CA 90605-3524 

La Mirada Golf Course 
16501 East Alicante Road 
La Mirada, CA 90638 

La Mirada Community Regional Park 
13701 South Adelfa Avenue 
La Mirada, CA 90638-3104 

The proposed rail may also create a physical barrier to the public’s accessibility 
to the parks. Under-grounding of the proposed alignment through or adjacent to 
these facilities should be considered. 

• Construction of the project would create noise and air quality impacts to park 
patrons. 

* Operation of the project may produce on-going noise impacts. 

Thank you for including the Department in the review ot the NOP, If | may be of 
further assistance, please contact me at (213) 351-5129 or 

ichien@Darks.lacountv.QOV . 


Sincerely, 



Park Planner 

C: Frank Gonzales, Deputy Director, East Agency 

Joe Mendoza, Deputy Director, South Agency 
Hayden Sohm, Deputy Director, Regional Facilities Agency 
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May 1,2007 


Mr. Dan Leavitt 
Deputy Director 

Callfomia High Speed Hail Authority 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacroiuentu, CA 95814 

Dtar Mi, T^nvitt; 

-First, i would like to offer congratulations to the Califumia High-Speed Hail Authority 
in advancing youi project to the ETH'lilS -stage fur the Los Ad^ch to Orange County 
Coiridor. Your puject is of great signinuance to the suulhem Cali fomia region. 

'Jlie conunents listed beluw ate in addition to the recent comments sent to you by 
SCAG in an intergoveiiuneiital review letter dated April 24,2007. The proposed “No- 
Aotioa” altenmtive cited Ln your document represents the region's transportation 
system as it would exist after completion of programs or projects cunently planned for 
fiinding and implementation by 2030. It should be noted that while it is labeled the 
"No-Actioo" alteroalive, it is essentially the "Baseline" altenurtivc because it includes 
all programs in the region that are in the pipeline to be funded and built, Please note 
this “No-Action" altcrrative as the "Baseline" alternative in future rcferenDCs. 

As a Regional Planning agency, SCAO supports any hi^-speed rafl project that is 
consistent with, and coordinated with the planned regional transportation pttjects and 
programs for the southern Califbmia region, Thus, it is our recommendation that any 
planning fora statewide high-speed train system should include linkages between the 
CHSRA system and other systems, inclitding a SCAO Magicv/high-speodrail system. 
This inlctconnecd vity between .systems will be stTc.s,scd in the 2007 HIT' due out m 
December of this year. 

SCAG is ialcrested in woriong with CHSRA and providing you with data from our 
2004 Regional Transportation Plan, which is the must recently adopted RTF forthe 
region. Please feel lice to conlacl me with any additfurud questions or oontmente at 
213 23(5-1819 or via email at •tTtan;usfEi!scaf'. .ca'g t>v- We look forward to wwldng with 
you and CHSRA slalThi the future as this projccl cuotioucs to move'forward. 



Manager, Maglcv/Higb-Spccd Rail Prograra 

cc; Jacob Licb, SCAG 
11135190 vi 
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Transcript of Verbal Comments 
City of Norwalk 
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LOS ANGELES TO ORANGE COUNTY HIGH-SPEED 
TRAIN PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS 
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 


VERBATIM TRANSCRIPT OF 
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 
Thursday, April 12, 2007 


REPORTED BY: 
Katherine Jones 
CSR No. 10097 
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LOS ANGELES TO ORANGE COUNTY HIGH-SPEED 
TRAIN PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS 
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 


Public Scoping Meeting taken on behalf of the 
California High-Speed Rail Authority at 13000 Clarkdale 
Avenue, Norwalk, California, at 3:45 p.m., Thursday, April 
12, 2007, before Katherine Jones, a Certified Shorthand 
Reporter, License No. 10097, within the County of Los 
Angeles, State of California. 
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APPEARANCES: 

Jen Labrado, Consensus Planning Group 

Dan Leavitt, California High-Speed Rail Authority 

Brewerton H. Clarke, Jr., PE, Senior Vice President Rail 
Infrastructure, STV Incorporated 


PRESENT: 


Cheri Kelley, City of Norwalk 

Yeghig Keshishian, Congressman Ed Royce's office 


PUBLIC COMMENTS: 


Ivo Lazzeroni 
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1 Thursday, April 12, 2007; 3:45 p.m. 

2 Norwalk, California 

3 

^ •k' -k 'k 

5 

6 MS. LABRADO: Hello everyone. We're going to gets 

7 started with a short video, and then we'll go into the 

8 presentation. 

9 Before we get started, I wanted to introduce Cheri 

10 Kelley, who is with the City of Norwalk, and also Yeghig 

11 Keshishian from Congressman Ed Royce's office. 

12 And with that, we're going to go to the video. 

13 (California High-Speed Rail Video shown) 

14 MR. LEAVITT: I'm Dan Leavitt. I'm going to say a 

15 few words about our agency, and I'll intrduce Brewerton 

16 Clarke. Those of you who aren't familiar with us, we are a 

17 State agency. We are a sole-purpose agency with all powers 

18 needed to oversee construction and operation of the 

19 state-wide, high-speed train system. 

20 We are Governed by a board of nine members, five 

21 appointed by the Governor, four by the legislature. We have 

22 a small staff, a handful of staff, literally. And most of 

23 our work is contracted out to the private sector. Currently 

24 we've had eight different consulting teams working for us to 

25 get through this next step in the course of implementing 
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1 California. Brewerton Clarke, project manager of the 

2 segment between L.A. and Orange County and leading this 

3 environmental study in an effort to get the environmental 

4 process done. With that. I'll introduce Bruce Clarke. 

5 MR. CLARKE: Thank you, very much, Dan. 

6 We are in the beginning of the second phase of an 

7 environmental study. The programmatic environmental study 

8 at state-wide program to determine, approximately, where the 

9 roots are of the the service, type of equipment, and address 

10 the many environmental issues. What we are going to do 

11 right now is called a "project specific." We will be 

12 looking at all the details of the alignment and the location 

13 for stations between Los Angeles Union Station and Orange 

14 County. Our initial study will go to Anaheim and we will 

15 look further to see if the system should go on to Irvine. 

16 Part of the process is the scoping. The scoping 

17 is, basically, setting our scope of work. What are we going 

18 to be doing? And to do that, we ask the public for their 

19 input. What do you want us to look at within the 

20 environment of what we are doing this this project? We're 

21 going to address a whole series of environmental issues. We 

22 solicit your comments, that's why we are here this 

23 afternoon, to get your comments on what we should be doing. 

24 The program mentioned is a state-wide program. 

25 The high-speed rail — although we talk about a 20-minute 
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1 run time between Anaheim and Los Angeles, and 11 minutes 

2 from Norwalk to Los Angeles, it truly is a connection to a 

3 state-wide inter-city station. You can take a train from 

4 Anaheim or Norwalk, and it will be a through train which may 

5 go to Sacramento or San Francisco. It's a State-wide 

6 system. 

7 The environmental process is handled in two 

8 levels: The state agency which handles the state's — CEQA 

9 the California Environmental Quality Act is the authority, 

10 the high-speed rail authority. They're partnered with the 

11 Federal Railroad Administration of the U.S. Department of 

12 Transportation to do the national environmental policy, 

13 which is called NEPA. 

14 The high-speed rail technology has been determined. It 

15 will be steel-wheel, steel-rail. Steel wheels on steel 

16 rails electrically powered from overhead power. It's 

17 consistent with what is used in the developed nation 

18 countries and throughout Europe in their high-speed program. 

19 It will be a double-track system, it will be totally 

20 separated. 

21 There will be no highway crossings of the high-speed 

22 rail system. It will be totally independent and it will be 

23 secured right away. And in the area where you have wildlife 

24 that was mentioned in the video, there will be wildlife 

25 separations. 
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1 The particular section that we're examining right now 

2 through this area is called the "LOSSAN corridor," the Los 

3 Angeles to San Diego inter-city corridor. It's where 

4 Metrolink and Amtrak Surfliner trains operate in this area. 

5 The area from Union Station to Fullerton is on a shared 

6 right-of-way with the Burlington Northern Santa Fe, which 

7 presently operates a tremendous amount of freight in there. 

8 Our project will build one additional track in that 

9 right-of-way. 

10 We will separate the passenger service from the freight 

11 service. Two tracks will be dedicated to freight, and two 

12 to passengers. High-speed rail, the Metrolink inter-city 

13 rail, and the Amtrak Surfliner service. Those will operate 

14 on a separate track controlled by them. 

15 There's tremendous benefit to this because it reduces 

16 the interference of the freight trains and passenger trains. 

17 They don't operate at nearly the same speeds; they don't 

18 coexist well. So the high-speed rail will not only help put 

19 in the inter-city transportation system; it will aid 

20 Metrolink and Amtrak service by improving the operation. 

21 Again, any grade crossing on the system that exists on 

22 this particular line will be grade-separated. And where 

23 feasible, we're going to take the freight tracks with us. 

24 So if we have to grade separate high-speed rail, we will try 

25 and have the freight be grade separated at the same time. 
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since we'll be parallel to them. 


2 Our work, basically, takes the work that has been done 

3 for the last three or four years in the system-wide 

4 environmental station, and starts to go down and look at 

5 local issues. And basically, we have been meeting with 

6 local officials here, to bring them up to speed on what 

7 we're doing. And we keep talking with people in the 

8 corridor as we go through this to get the input, get the 

9 issues settled as we do this project. 

10 These are some of the issues that we're going to talk 

11 about. These are the ones that are generally listed in a 

12 California CEQA rules and the NEPA rules. These are 

13 something we have to look at. 

14 There are other things that will come to play. And we 

15 want to hear if you have a specific issue that you feel 

16 needs to be addressed. We want to try and address that in 

17 our program. So that's why we're asking you for your 

18 comments. 

19 The program like any environmental issue has a no-build 

20 program. I'm going to editorialize on this one a little bit 

21 because I don't believe that if the growth of this State is 

22 what they're staying it is, what the projections are, that 

23 there is such a thing as no-build. We can't -- we won't be 

24 able to move if we don't have more transportation systems. 

25 And the high-speed rail is, in my mind, is a better way of 
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1 going than building more highways and more airports, 

2 The other issues that become very important, and it's 

3 important right here in Norwalk, is station access. What 

4 happens when we have the station here? Now, our system is 

5 designed to coexist with the Metrolink and other rail 

6 services. That is, if you were in Buena Park, you could 

7 take a Metrolink train from Buena Park to Norwalk and change 

8 to a high-speed rail at that time. We'll be in the same 

9 corridor operating the same thing. We're trying to come up 

10 with a system that really integrates the transportation 

11 system and doesn't cause the additional problems. 

12 But we will be addressing all these issues that have to 

13 do with the environment of stations in a community. We'll 

14 also be looking at the right-of-way. We're trying to use, 

15 as much as possible, the existing right-of-way. There will 

16 be times where we have to go off the existing railroad 

17 right-of-way, we're trying to stay within that and reduce 

18 the impact in the communities. 

19 I think one of the most important things is safety. 

20 Now, the high-speed rail had a tremendous safety record. We 

21 want to upgrade that safety record to include our neighbors 

22 in this program; that is, a freight and the other passenger 

23 service so we can have a very safe operation here. 

24 The program is just getting started and really are 

25 looking for, really, help from people to address the issues 


Page H-90 



10 


1 that we have in trying to move through this program. Our 

2 schedule is fairly tight. We plan to have the environmental 

3 impact project done in three years. And at that time, we'll 

4 have what we call a "record of decision." But it's 

5 basically -- that will allow us to start the final 

6 engineering, and within a short period of time after that, 

7 two, three years, we'll be able to do certain construction 

8 projects. 

9 One of the things the authority will be examining all 

10 the projects going on, all the studies are going on, is 

11 where can we do projects early on that will provide a 

12 benefit to the community? This corridor has that kind of 

13 ability. Because we can help existing rail passenger 

14 service before we start our high-speed rail service. It's 

15 very important that we get the program together really fast. 

16 Again, that's what we're doing tonight — today, and 

17 that's where we stand. We are seeking your comments and we 

18 do have a comment period that goes through April 24th for 

19 the scoping. And we'd like to hear from you during that 

20 period. We have a court reporter back there if you want to 

21 dictate your information or fill out the cards. 

22 We thank you, very much. 

23 PUBLIC COMMENTS 

24 IVO LAZZERONI: I hope that they will think, not 

25 only big, but bigger in future improvement in technology. 
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When railroads were first built and developed, no thought 
was given to what future improvements might be. I recommend 
that the 4-foot-8-l/2 cage not be considered, that you 
consider 5-foot-6 or 6 feet, or whatever. In other words, 
develop a railroad from the beginning rather than adopting 
current standards. 

I also recommend avoiding magnetic levitation, 
which will be extremely expensive and, I think, at this 
time, rather doubtful of being successful. 

(Meeting concluded at 5:00 p.ra.) 
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Transcript of Verbal Comments 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Building 
City of Los Angeles 
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SCOPING MEETING 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY METRO HEADQUARTERS 
ONE GATEWAY PLAZA 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 
APRIL 5, 2007 


FILE NO. P07915 
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ROCKET REPORTING NETWORK (310) 202-4211 

1 LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 

2 THURSDAY, APRIL 5, 2007, 3:43 P.M. 

3 

4 Mr, Leavitt: My name is Dan Leavitt, I'm Deputy 

5 Director with the California High-Speed Rail Authority. 

6 I'd like to introduce a couple of representatives from 

7 some of your elected officials. We have Dan Farkas, 

8 Senior Assistant with State Senator Gilbert Cedillo, 22nd 

9 District, is here. We also have Alana Yanez, who is Field 

10 Representative for Assembly Member Kevin de Leon. So 

11 thank you for being here tonight. 

12 And on our staff we also have our other Deputy 

13 Director Carrie Pourvahidi who is here. 

14 We, as the High-Speed Rail Authority, we 

15 represent a board of nine members; five of which are 

16 appointed by the governor, four by the legislature. They 

17 are the decision makers for overseeing the implementation 

18 and the operation of the statewide high-speed train 

19 system. We, as a state agency, are a bit unique. We're a 

20 small agency that does most of our work through 

21 contracting out to the private sector, 

22 And I'm about to turn the presentation over to 

23 Brew Clarke, who is the Project Manager for the L.A. to 

24 Orange County portion. 

25 This scoping meeting is actually a joint scoping 

2 
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(310) 202-4211 


1 meeting between the L.A. to Orange County segment, between 

2 L.A. and Anaheim. And, also, between L.A. and Palmdale, 

3 we also have a scoping team for that segment as well, who 

4 is also here today for this scoping session. 

5 With that I'd like to turn over to Brew. But 

6 before I do so, I'd like to say that the main purpose of 

7 today's meeting is to get comments from you. This process 

8 is just beginning the way for the detailed environmental 

9 work, the detailed engineering that's needed to get 

10 environmental clearance to actually build the system in 

11 California. And so today the purpose of this meeting is 

12 just to hear from you what you'd like to have investigated 

13 through this environmental process. 

14 Thank you. 

15 Mr. Clarke: Thank you very much, Dan. 

16 As Dan stated, we're in the process of starting 

17 the project-specific environmental impact study and report 

18 for this project. The programmatic project has been taken 

19 to the point of determining the routes that you saw, the 

20 technology, and some of the global issues. Now we're 

21 going to start looking at site-specific issues that 

22 happen. 

23 The scoping process is part of the state and the 

24 federal process of establishing an environmental impact 

25 study. At this point in time, what we're doing is we're 
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ROCKET REPORTING NETWORK (310) 202-4211 


1 soliciting from the public and from political officials 

2 comments and direction on what we should be looking at; 

3 what is the scope of our study and what we should be 

4 studying. We will not -- this will not be a public 

5 meeting with public comments, but we do encourage you to 

6 fill out the forms that you received when you arrived for 

7 comments or speak to the court reporter if you you'd like 

8 to put something on the record for the project. 

9 The project, again, as you saw, is a statewide 

10 project. The intent of high-speed rail is not to replace 

11 your existing local services, it is to connect those 

12 between the major metropolitan areas in the state of 

13 California; to connect San Diego and Los Angeles and the 

14 communities in the San Joaquin Valley as well as San 

15 Francisco, Oakland, San Jose, and Sacramento. 

16 The benefits and the issues of this are very 

17 important, very significant. As you can see, the state is 

18 growing quickly; it's growing quickly. And we need to 

19 have transportation facilities to keep this state mobile. 

20 The alternatives to this were mentioned — more highways, 

21 more airports. These are not the environmentally friendly 

22 solution to the problem. 

23 High-speed rail is electrified; it receives its 

24 power from a wire. The power generated for that can be 

25 environmentally sensitive, but, even if it has to be 
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1 generated from fossil fuels, those facilities can be much 

2 better controlled than you can a vehicle which is 

3 operating off of a diesel engine. 

4 There's two issues here and the lead agencies. 

5 There is the state CEQA documents that we're filing, and 

6 the High-Speed Rail Authority is the lead agency for that. 

7 On the federal basis, it's the National Environmental 

8 Policy Act, NEPA, and the lead agency for that is the 

9 Federal Railroad Administration of the U.S. Department of 

10 Transportation. 

11 The purpose, again, is to connect the cities of 

12 the state, the metropolitan areas, and to deliver a 

13 reliable transportation in the state. I don't know how 

14 many of you have ever planned to go to a meeting and tried 

15 to get there and the airport was jammed, the flights were 

16 behind, the highway was jammed, the buses couldn't get 

17 through. It happens. This kind of system is to try and 

18 relieve those kinds of issues and make the state flow so 

19 much better. There are many other issues that happen, and 

20 we feel that the high-speed rail can contribute to 

21 correcting a lot of the problems with the existing 

22 systems. 

23 We have done some significant studies and some 

24 very sophisticated studies of ridership and the projected 
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ridership which will happen in the state. Taking a 
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1 serious look at the airplane traffic and the highway 

2 traffic, there's projected to be up to or more than 100 

3 million passengers a year using this high-speed rail 

4 system. 

5 This generates a tremendous amount of revenue. 

6 The revenues for this -- the costs for this are determined 

7 based on what, say, an airfare would be. That is, 50 

8 percent of an airfare is what the agency used to determine 

9 its revenue. And, even so, it is a great generator of 

10 money. It pays for itself. It pays for some of its 

11 construction. So this project is really viable to the 

12 state. 

13 It will reduce accidents on highways. It will 

14 reduce other conditions because people will be in a 

15 controlled environment, in a very safe environment. The 

16 high-speed rail systems of this world are very well known 

17 in Europe and in Asia, and they are rated as the safest 

18 means of transportation in the world. 

19 The alternatives are just not that good. More 

20 highways. How many lanes can we put on 1-5? How wide can 

21 we make the Hollywood Freeway? We can't. We have a 

22 problem. And a lot of the traffic here is intercity; so 

23 this system will help relieve that and give an alternate 

24 to that. 
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Again, it said in the video that the growth of 
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1 the state is there and it's growing fast; a 30 percent 

2 increase in population. By 2050 up to 55 million people 

3 in this state, in this state alone. My goodness, it 

4 wasn't many years ago that the whole United States was 

5 only 200 million people; that's 50 states. 

6 The projected travel. I mean, automobile 

7 traffic is growing by leaps and bounds. Fifty percent 

8 increase if we don't do something different. We need to 

9 have an auto alternative, and high-speed rail is what is 

10 proposed as the state-of-the-art technology that will do 

11 this. 

12 This is steel rail, and steel rail is 

13 electrified. It's systems that are working well within 

14 the present industrialized world. And we're talking a 

15 speed -- when we talk high speed, it's not very fast; 

16 we're talking about 220 miles an hour. That seems a 

17 fairly fast rate compared to what is existing elsewhere. 

18 But did you understand, in France just this week, they ran 

19 a train at 347 miles an hour? So the ability of the 

20 system to do that is there. 

21 I want to talk specifically about my segment. 

22 My segment that I'm studying, that my team is studying, is 

23 from Los Angeles Union Station, right outside this 
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24 building, to Anaheim with a possible extension to Irvine, 

25 California in Orange County. This segment will be using 
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1 the existing railroad lines that exist there where the 

2 coaster service, the intercity passenger service to San 

3 Diego operates, and that can be a link to get a rail 

4 service operating into Orange County. We'll coexist on 

5 the tracks with the present passenger service. We will be 

6 electrified although the other services may not. 

7 The conditions we have to address are the 

8 freight movement on the corridor from Redondo junction to 

9 Fullerton is part of our major goods movement and freight 

10 movement program in California. On that we're proposing 

11 to build two tracks or, actually, build one additional 

12 track, but build two tracks for dedicated passenger 

13 service -- Metrolink, Ttoitrak, and high-speed rail -- and 

14 two tracks for the existing freight service from the ports 

15 of L.A. and Long Beach. 

16 This will reduce a tremendous amount of conflict 

17 which presently exists in this corridor for passenger 

18 service. That is, the freight service is delaying the 

19 passenger service and the passenger service is barring the 

20 freight service. Each function will have its own area to 

21 operate and, therefore, improve both services. 

22 The L.A. to Palmdale service is a dedicated 

23 railroad line. It will be a two-track line operating from 
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24 Union Station to Burbank, Sylmar, Santa Clarita to 

25 Palmdale where it connects to the rest of the system 
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1 heading north. This will be high-speed rail only. In 

2 this corridor speeds will be able to reach up into the 150 

3 mile an hour range on the trip to Palmdale. 

4 One thing about the airport service in L.A., 

5 Palmdale Airport is part of the L.A. airport system. It 

6 has not been able to function well because of the access 

7 to it. Right now it takes you 45 minutes to an hour to 

8 get to LAX to catch a plane. You can go from L.A. Union 

9 Station on a high-speed train to Palmdale in 26, 27 

10 minutes. And to cut to the point, that's quicker than 

11 going to the local airport right here in the city. And 

12 it's an airport which has the room to expand. 

13 The project that we're working with is not new. 

14 The High-Speed Rail Authority has been in existence for 11 

15 years. We have the programmatic environmental impact 

16 statement approved. We will be tearing off of it. There 

17 are some issues that were not addressed in that document 

18 because that document was looking at more global things. 

19 We are addressing site-specific items on this and will 

20 answer all the questions that will be generated on this 

21 project. 

22 What we're looking for today from you and from 
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23 other people is what is our scope of work, what should we 

24 be looking at. And, if you have issues, we need to have 

25 those put into the record so that they're part of our 
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1 environmental study. 

2 This is just a group of the various items that 

3 will be studied. There probably will be some that are not 

4 on this list that we're going to look at. We are talking 

5 about impacts on freight operations which is not listed 

6 here and other items like that. So this is just the basic 

7 list that is required by the documents, but there are many 

8 other things that we will be looking at. 

9 Any environmental project has to have 

10 alternatives, and we have two. One is the no-build and 

11 one is the high-speed rail. I don't believe that there is 

12 such a thing in a no-build alternative for a growth in 

13 this state like we see. So there has to be something, but 

14 we cannot define that, and we will not define that. So 

15 we'll only take a look at what would be the impact if 

16 nothing was done in this state. And it could be 

17 significant. 

18 The key issues right now with communities. Some 

19 of the communities we're going through do not have a 

20 high-speed rail service through them. The trains only go 

21 through. What's the impact? We're going to try to 

22 address what the impacts in those cities are. 
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23 There are certain issues that will help many cities. A 

24 lot of them will get grade separations. When the 

25 high-speed rail and the adjacent railroads are there and 
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1 it's deemed feasible to grade separate both of them, we 

2 will do that. 

3 The power supply, of course, for the system and 

4 the energy requirements have to be identified — where are 

5 we getting our power from? — because there's a tremendous 

6 demand for power in the state. 

7 We are trying to work as much as possible within 

8 existing rights-of-way both highway and rail to preserve 

9 the land in the state, but there will be places where we 

10 will not be able to stay in the existing right-of-way and 

11 have to buy land. 

12 Safety and security. Now, I did say that 

13 high-speed rail is right now the safest form of 

14 transportation in the world. It has the lowest -- it 

15 hasn't had a death. It has the lowest accident rate of 

16 any form of transportation. So we're very informed about 

17 that. 

18 And one of the things you saw was station 

19 development. Around the stations we are encouraging -- 

20 and we saw what was proposed in Anaheim — a development, 

21 a higher-density development. Because in that location 
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22 they will have other means of transportation so people can 

23 live in closer environments, with business and residential 

24 and commercial in a nice developed area. So these 

25 projects will encourage that, particularly in smaller 
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1 communities. But even here in L.A., it will have a major 

2 effect on the city. 

3 The outcome of this is to define the actual 

4 construction, preliminary engineering; determine what is 

5 needed to build these high-speed trains on each corridor, 

6 the impacts and the mitigations for those to be able to 

7 build these projects, and to come to what is called a 

8 record of decision of what is going to be built and 

9 proceed with construction. 

10 Our schedule for both the Palmdale-L.A. corridor 

11 and the L.A. to Orange County corridor is a three-year 

12 program to get through the environmental, to get the 

13 preliminary engineering done. At that point in time, 

14 we'll be able to, hopefully, start the move into 

15 construction. 

16 Okay, that is our presentation. 

17 We do look for comments from you. The comments 

18 on the L.A. to Palmdale, the comment period ends on the 

19 24th of April; on the L.A. to Orange County, it ends on 

20 the 27th of April. We will not take questions tonight. 

21 This is a scoping meeting. Please put your comments to 


Page H-106 



22 the court reporter or write them down outside. 

23 Unidentified Speaker: If I have questions as to what 

24 you're proposing, who should I address them to? 

25 Mr. Clarke: If there's something you want to discuss 
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1 out in the open with everyone walking around just for 

2 information, that's fine. 

3 Unidentified Speaker: I just heard there were no bad 

4 questions. Maybe I'll share them, that's fine. 

5 Mr. Clarke: Okay. 

6 Again, thank you very much for coining tonight. 

7 (Whereupon, at 4:00 p.m., the 3:30 p.m. 

8 presentation was concluded.) 
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1 THURSDAY, APRIL 5, 2007, 6:40 P.M. 

2 

3 Mr. Leavitt: Good evening. My name is Dan Leavitt, 

4 Deputy Director with the High-Speed Rail Authority. We've 

5 got a brief presentation for you. But before we do that, 

6 we'd first like to share this ten-minute video with you 

7 that we put together to help explain the Authority's 

8 statewide train program. So I'd like to start with that 

9 first. 

10 (Whereupon, at 6:41 p.m., a video 

11 presentation was displayed.) 

12 First of all, thank you all for coming tonight. 

13 I would like to introduce a couple members representing 

14 elected officials. Jim Bickhart is here from the Mayor of 

15 Los Angeles Tony Villaraigosa's office. And we also have 

16 Richard Schneider, who is Council member of the City of 

17 South Pasadena. Thank you for being here. 

18 From our staff, the High-Speed Rail Authority, 

19 we also have Carrie Pourvahidl, the other Deputy Director. 

20 And for those of you who aren't familiar with our agency. 
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21 we are a state agency that has all the power to oversee 

22 construction and operation of the statewide high-speed 

23 train system. We're governed by a board of nine members 

24 who are the decision makers; five have been appointed by 

25 the governor, four by the legislature. 

14 

ROCKET REPORTING NETWORK (310) 202-4211 

1 We're a very unique state agency. We have a 

2 very small staff. Most of our work that is done through 

3 this process is done through contracting out to the 

4 private sector, and in addition, the construction of the 

5 system and operations will be done through public-private 

6 partnerships. 

7 And what I'm going to do now is turn the 

8 presentation over to our lead for the L.A. to Orange 

9 County segment who's going to run you through a PowerPoint 

10 presentation. But before I do so I want to note that 

11 these scoping meetings we're holding right now for the 

12 next two weeks are the beginning of these environmental 

13 processes. And really the purpose here tonight is to get 

14 your comments of what you'd like to see investigated over 

15 the next couple of years. 

16 Mr. Brew Clarke. 

17 Mr. Clarke: Thank you, Dan. 

18 The program, the high-speed rail program, has 

19 had a programmatic environmental impact statement. You 
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20 saw the routes and the areas that will be served. What 

21 we're starting right now is the detailed environmental 

22 impact studies on certain corridors where we can get down 

23 and start working with the specific areas and identify 

24 specific problems. 

25 The scoping process is part of the NEPA and 
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1 CEQA, the California and the national environmental 

2 programs, and it is where the public has a chance, an 

3 opportunity, to provide us comments on what they would 

4 like to see done in this program. We have it set up so 

5 you've been handed a comment notice when you came in. You 

6 can write your comments down. We have a court reporter if 

7 you'd like to give your comments to her. We will not have 

8 any public comments made at this presentation. 

9 The high-speed rail corridor is an intercity 

10 rail system connecting the major metropolitan areas of 

11 California. It is not really intended as a commuter rail. 

12 It will connect the commuter rail. It will connect with 

13 the Metrolink system here in Southern California, the 

14 Caltrains system in Northern California, and other public 

15 transit agencies. The idea is to give us mobility between 

16 our metropolitan areas. 

17 The program is driven to reduce travel times. 

18 As just pointed out, two-and-a-half hours between Los 

19 Angeles and San Francisco. You can fly it wheels up to 
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20 wheels down in about 55 minutes. But if you've been to an 

21 airport lately, you know there's a lot more time taken in 

22 flying than the time in the airplane. 

23 The other improvements will help freight in the 

24 areas where we can help eliminate grade crossings to 

25 improve the freight flow. One of the major issues that 
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1 we're facing in the California area, and particularly here 

2 in Southern California, is goods movement; it's a major 

3 issue. The agencies in this area have already brought up 

4 that subject to us, and we have that on our docket of 

5 things that need to be examined. We're taking a look at 

6 all of the opportunities for local investment in 

7 facilities and around our stations. 

8 Now, in any environmental program, we have a 

9 state and a federal agency. The state agency is the 

10 High-Speed Rail Authority, which Dan and Carrie are 

11 members of. They will manage the CEQA, the California 

12 Environmental Quality Act requirement. On the federal 

13 level we have the Federal Railroad Administration. It's a 

14 division of the U.S. Department of Transportation. It 

15 will be the lead agency for the National Environmental 

16 Policy Act, NEPA. 

17 The system, as I said, connects Northern 

18 California and Southern California. It does not replace 
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19 your existing urban transportation systems — your 

20 Metrolinks and your corridor Amtrak trains in this 

21 corridor. It will supplement them and connect to them. 

22 It will provide travel times which are 

23 predictable. The schedules will be fixed. And because of 

24 the way the system works, it will be extremely reliable. 

25 It will interface with commercial airports. You 

17 
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1 will see that we can connect to the urban airports in this 

2 area and improve the Los Angeles mobility. 

3 The state is growing as it said. Fifty million 

4 people in the state by 2030. We need to have facilities 

5 to move them, and this is probably the most practical way 

6 of expanding our transportation network in the state. 

7 The system is probably one of the most 

8 environmentally sound systems in the world. Again, this 

9 is a steel wheel on steel rail electrified railroad; that 

10 means that all the propulsion is from electricity. Yes, 

11 that electricity has to come from generating stations. 

12 But, again, a ground generating station is much easier to 

13 control its environmental conditions than a gasoline or 

14 diesel engine. 

15 It reduces the pressures on natural resources. 

16 A two-track high-speed rail system requires the same 

17 amount of land as a two-lane highway but replaces up to 16 

18 lanes of highway. 
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The growth, again, in the state was stated in 


20 the video. We're up to 55 million by 2030. We need to 

21 have an ability to handle these people. If we don't this 

22 is what happens. (Showing PowerPoint.) The blue towers 

23 are automobile traveling. Look at the number of trips. 

24 We're almost doubling the number of automobile miles used 

25 and trips used in this state, and we do not have the 
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1 facilities to support that nor do we have the corridors to 

2 build them in the metropolitan areas. 

3 Again, the environmental, programmatic 

4 environmental impact statement picked a state-of-the-art 

5 existing system, services which are used in Europe and in 

6 Asia today. This is not experimenting with something that 

7 may work; this is something that has worked and is proven 

8 as a safe reliable transportation. As a matter of fact, 

9 high-speed rail is the safest intercity rail system that 

10 exists, 

11 Specific corridors, I am project manager for 

12 the study from L.A. Union Station to Orange County; that 

13 will go from L.A. to Anaheim with a possible extension to 

14 Irvine. This corridor will be occupying the present 

15 corridor of what is called LOSSAN, the Los Angeles-San 

16 Diego intercity corridor, where train service is provided 

17 by Amtrak, it's coast liners and Surfliners, and by 
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18 Metrolink and it's commuter trains into Orange County. 


19 What we propose to do, what's been proposed in 

20 the environmental programmatic document, is to build a 

21 system of four tracks between Los Angeles and Fullerton, 

22 where two of those tracks will be dedicated to freight 

23 rail, the Burlington Northern Santa Fe's operation; and, 

24 two tracks will be dedicated to passenger service, 

25 high-speed rail, Metrolink, and Amtrak service to San 

19 
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1 Diego. 

2 With the electrification improvements on this 

3 line, travel times from Anaheim to L.A. Union Station 

4 would be 20 minutes on the express trains, really reducing 

5 the travel times. 

6 The other group which is with us tonight is 

7 studying the high-speed rail from L.A. Union Station to 

8 Palmdale. This particular segment will be an independent 

9 railroad built somewhat near or parallel to the existing 

10 Metrolink line to Palmdale-Lancaster. There are several 

11 areas where it needs additional study to define the route. 

12 Again, this route will provide a 27-minute 

13 travel time from L.A. Union Station to Palmdale Airport 

14 and Palmdale Transportation Center. I'd like to see you 

15 get to LAX that quick from Union Station. 

16 The document starts with the level of work that 

17 was done in the programmatic statewide environmental and 
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18 starts to consider environmental impacts on site-specific 

19 areas. We will be doing a detailed evaluation of every 

20 improvement that we need to make: Grade separations, 

21 additional tracks, and the impacts on stations and on 

22 community in this area. This is the program that we're 

23 facing and this is the program we're asking you to make 

24 comments on. 

25 These are a list of the general environmental 

20 
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1 issues that will be addressed. We know that there are 

2 more issues that will come up that will be addressed. As 

3 an example, freight trains and freight movement is not 

4 listed on this list, but it's one of those impacts we're 

5 going to have to examine to make sure that that is 

6 addressed in the L.A. basin and in our corridor. 

7 There are always — in any environmental impact 

8 project there is a no-build. I don't know what you do for 

9 a no-build when you have the growth that we're facing in 

10 this state, but there will be a "what happens if we don't 

11 do this," and that's going to be the no-build study. It 

12 will look at what capital improvements are presently 

13 planned but will not come up with solutions to the 

14 problems. And, of course, the other option is to build a 

15 high-speed rail program. 

16 The key issues. Well, basically, the biggest 


Page H-115 



17 problems we have are access to train stations and that. 

18 And one of the things in our corridor, why we're using the 

19 existing LOSSAN corridor, is to use the connection between 

20 Metrolink and the coaster and the high-speed rail trains 

21 as one conductivity. We're going to try and preserve our 

22 operation as much as possible on existing rights-of-way so 

23 we're not into land purchases and other programs like 

24 that. 

25 The program will examine all these issues, and 

21 
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1 the final product out of the environmental impact is the 

2 record decision; that is, what is to be built in our 

3 corridor and in all the corridors to make a statewide 

4 high-speed rail program work. 

5 The schedule for this work has been 

6 approximately three years. We have started in January of 

7 this year on the work, and we're proceeding through it. 

8 Right now we're into the scoping area, which is the very 

9 beginning of the program. We will be starting to develop 

10 more detailed work and detailed engineering and detailed 

11 environmental analysis over the next two years. And then 

12 we will develop the final product and the record of 

13 decision to determine what this program will be at the 

14 end. 

15 I'm sorry. I'm running out of juice here a 

16 little bit. 
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17 The high-speed rail program. We provide you 

18 some contact information here; it is in the handouts you 

19 have. Again, this is a scoping hearing, and the scoping 

20 meeting does not have public comment made on this record, 

21 but we do solicit from you written comments or dictated 

22 comments on the environmental process and what we should 

23 be looking at in these corridors. 

24 Thank you. (Applause.) 

25 Mr. Leavitt: We're going to continue on with the 

22 

ROCKET REPORTING NETWORK (310) 202-4211 

1 open house. We'll talk informally, and you can make your 

2 comments to the people at the table if you like. 

3 (Whereupon, at 7:09 p.m., the 6:30 p.m. 

4 presentation was concluded.) 
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1 Wednesday, April 11, 2007; 3:40 p.m. 

2 Anaheim, California 

3 

5 

6 MS. LABRADO: Good afternoon, and welcome to the 

7 California High-Speed Rail Authority Scoping Meeting for the 

8 Los Angeles and Anaheim segment. My name is Jennifer 

9 Labrado with the Consensus Planning Group. We appreciate 

10 all of you taking time out of your day to join us. 

11 And we're going to start with the video, but 

12 before we get to that, I wanted to introduce a couple of 

13 representatives from our local elected officials' offices. 

14 If you'll wave when we call your name, that would be great. 

15 Vic Dominguez with Lucille Kring, City of Anaheim. 

16 Justice O'Hare from County Supervisor Chris 

17 Norby's office. 

16 Juan Gonzales, also from Supervisor Norby's 

19 office. 

20 Nicholas Romero from Assemblyman Mike Duvall's 

21 office. 

22 And Jennifer Dudley from Senator Lou Correa's 

23 office. 

24 Great. And with that, we'll go right into the 

25 video — I'm sorry one more, Carlos Luguesa from Councilman 
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1 Bob Hernandez's office. 

2 (California High-Speed Rail Video shown) 

3 MR. LEAVITT: Good evening. I'm Dan Leavitt with 

4 the California High-Speed Rail Authority. I also want to 

5 thank you for coming to this scoping session. 

6 For those of you who aren't familiar with our 

7 agency, we are a State agency. We are the lead agency for 

8 this formal environmental process. We are a unique agency; 

9 the sole purpose for the agency created by the Government 

10 legislature was to oversee construction and operation of a 

11 State-wide, high-speed train system. 

12 But we're also unique in that we're very small, a 

13 handful of staff at this point. And most of the work that 

14 we do is contracted out to the private sector. We have a 

15 handful of staff who just recently brought on eight 

16 different large consulting teams to carry out this next 

17 phase of the project. That's how we intend to move forward 

18 through the construction of the system and hopefully the 

19 operation system, as well, as a public and private 

20 partnership. 

21 What I'd like to do in just a moment is introduce 

22 Brewerton Clarke, project manager for this effort between 

23 Los Angeles and Anaheim. And he'll give a brief PowerPoint 

24 presentation. 

25 I'd like to just say that those of you who aren't 
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1 familiar with the environmental process, scoping is the key 

2 process of initiating the detail for this. And really, the 

3 main purpose of tonight's meeting is to hear from you about 

4 what you think we ought to be looking at in this detailed 

5 environmental analysis. And we've got people back there to 

6 take written comments, which will become part of the written 

1 record of this document. 

8 And with that, I give it to you. 

9 MR. CLARKE: Again, this is part of the scoping 

10 process which is part of an environmental impact study. The 

11 video we presented gives you the overview of what high-speed 

12 rail is, what our system is. 

13 Right now I have completed the Programmatic 

14 Environmental Impact Statement. What we are doing now so 

15 site-specific to project-oriented analysis. We're looking 

16 at the corridors around the State, and particularly my 

17 corridor from Los Angeles to Orange County. 

18 We talked with the agencies that may be affected, 

19 the operations that may be affected, and bring them in and 

20 try and understand what their needs will be, what we should 

21 be looking at and what we should be doing to proceed with 

22 this program. 

23 It is very important that we get comments from 

24 you, and the comments have to be recorded separately. And 

25 we have a court reporter if you want to give verbal comments 
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1 


for the program. 


2 The program you see is a State-wide program. What 

3 we are looking at is the L.A. basin right now, and we have 

4 two programs working here in Palmdale to L.A. and L.A. to 

5 Orange County. A third group is looking at the line from 

6 Riverside and out to San Diego. 

7 We are running scoping meetings from the Palmdale 

8 line and for the Orange County line at this time. The 

9 environmental study, the leading agencies for this 

10 High-Speed Rail Authority and the California Environmental 

11 Quality Act, CEQA, and the Federal Railroad Administration 

12 of the Federal Department of Transportation for the National 

13 Environmental Policy. These are the lead agencies and these 

14 are the agencies that will take comments and follow through 

15 by making sure that the environmental process is followed. 

16 Again, the system is a state-of-the-art, 

17 technology-proven system. It's a high-speed rail, steel 

18 rail/steel wheel used around the world. We are following 

19 with that tradition. It is proven safe; it's proven 

20 reliable. They're operating consistently throughout the 

21 world right now. We are the only industrialized nation 

22 without a true high-speed rail system. 

23 Again, our program, the L.A. to Orange County, 

24 operates on what is called a "LOSSAN corridor." The Los 

25 Angeles/San Diego corridor which is the intercity commuter 

8 

1 rail corridor that currently has Metrolink trains and Amtrak 
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2 Surfliner trains. They stop at various stations throughout 

3 Orange County and serve all the way to San Diego, as far as 

4 Amtrak trains go, and as far down as Oceanside for the 

5 Metrolink trains. 

6 What we propose to do on this route — and that is 

7 defined in or programmatic Environmental Impact Statement — 

8 is on the corridor which we share with freight from Los 

9 Angeles to Fullerton, we will build an additional railroad 

10 track on that corridor; we're going to make that corridor 

11 into a four-track corridor. We will move the freight two 

12 tracks and the high-speed rail and Metrolink and the coaster 

13 service, the Surfliner service, will share the faster tracks 

14 in this corridor. That way, we'll get away from the 

15 conflicts between freight and passenger and improve 

16 operations of the passenger and the freight trains. 

17 South of Fullerton we will be jointly operated on 

18 tracks that exist for Metrolink and Amtrak service. The 

19 entire system where high-speed rail trains will operate, the 

20 tracks will be grade separated. As you saw in the video, we 

21 showed Ball Road as being a grade separation, which part of 

22 our program to complete all the grade separations between 

23 Anaheim and Los Angeles. 

24 The project that we have works off of what has 

25 been done to this point on a state-wide. We are looking at 

9 

1 specific locations. As I mentioned, like Ball Road, we have 
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2 to look at impacts on the businesses around there and the 

3 other environmental issues that happen on that road. We're 

4 looking from input from you of what we should be looking for 

5 at the these kinds of improvements. How should they be 

6 worked with the City? We will analyze alternatives, where 

7 appropriate, to the terra of what would be the most easy 

8 thing to develop for these programs. And we will be 

9 developing station-site work. 

10 We are very fortunate in Anaheim in that the 

11 people are already working on your center, major center 

12 here. We have worked with these people just recently gave 

13 what our needs were in the station and we will be developing 

14 that. And I would suggest that they are really -- we 

15 invited them here to ask them to come, they're joining us 

16 tonight, but they have a separate program on what they're 

17 doing for the master plan for transportation in Anaheim. 

18 This is a list of the environmental issues that we 

19 will be looking at (indicating). This is a list which is 

20 from the CEQA and NEPA documents. This is what we are 

21 supposed to look at. But there are other things to look at. 

22 And we want to understand what your concerns are and what 

23 your needs are, so that we can agree on all those issues 

24 when we do this, to make it a good study. 

25 The project will have no-build and high-speed 


1 rail, two alternatives: In the video it was mentioned if we 

2 don't do this, what do we do? Well, technically, in a 


Page H-130 



3 no-build, we don't do anything. But you and I know, if the 

4 growth in California is going to go the way they're 

5 projecting, something will have to be done. We cannot stop. 

6 But in the analysis here. We will look at what we call 

7 "no-build." 

8 The high-speed trains, we will have to look at 

9 access to the stations and working with ARTC will be an 

10 important issue in Anaheim. Also, any other stations we 

11 select on the line -- right now we have a station listed for 

12 Norwalk. The connectivity with other types — one of the 

13 reasons for having a high-speed rail system working on the 

14 same practices or other types of service is we have a very, 

15 very tight connection that can work. 

16 So you can take a Metrolink from a location to 

17 Anaheim, let's say, and transfer to a high-speed rail train. 

18 You can take an Amtrak train from a location which is not on 

19 a high-speed system, and transfer to it. We are an 

20 interconnected system. 

21 In Los Angeles we're going to Union Station. Why? 

22 That's because that's where the transportation hub of the 

23 City is. In San Francisco, same thing, we are tying the 

24 systems together. We are the inter-city link in the overall 

25 transportation system of the State. 


11 


1 Power supply and engine requirements that are 

2 identified. Sources of these will have to be further 
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3 identified as the project goes on. The growth from the 

4 State is going to require more energy. We are a function of 

5 high-speed rail. It's a very efficient way of transporting 

6 people compared to using fossil fuels on airplanes, buses, 

7 cars. 

8 The other thing is safety. It's been proven to be 

9 one of the safest forms of transportation in the world. So 

10 safety is an issue that we're going to address. But 

11 remember, it's going to be grade separated and separated in 

12 a secured right-of-way, so we won't have any -- the trains 

13 will have independent operation. Again, we're progressing 

14 through all the issues that we need to get this project 

15 developed. We're trying to develop the community support 

16 that we need to make the project move ahead. 

17 The schedule is very tight. We are working on a 

18 three-year schedule to have the environmental project done 

19 for this particular corridor, have a record of the decision, 

20 and be able to start final engineering to do work. The plan 

21 is to actually get things constructed, start construction. 

22 It may be five years to point. 

23 That is what we're doing tonight. We do solicit 

24 your help. Thank you for coming. And we would like to 

25 continue to talk to you this evening. So thank you, very 

12 

1 much, for coming. 

2 MR. LEAVITT: I forgot that we've got Ronny Dyer 

3 here from Assemblyman Van Tran's office. Thank you for 
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being here. 
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6 
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10 

11 
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13 

14 
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16 

17 

18 
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22 

23 

24 

25 


And also I wanted to say that I really appreciate 
to the City of Anaheim for letting us use the facilities. 

And John Lauer with the City of Anaheim, thank you, very 
much. 

And we'll go back to an open house and answer your 

questions. 

(Meeting concluded at 4:30 p.m.) 
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Appendix - I 
Scoping Meeting Photographs 
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Anaheim Scoping Meeting 
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Anaheim Scoping Meeting (4-11-07) 
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Pictures Taken at 
Norwalk Scoping Meeting 
April 12 , 2007 
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Norwalk Scoping Meeting (4-12-07) 
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Pictures Taken at 
Los Angeles Scoping Meeting 
April 5, 2007 
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Metro Scoping Meeting (4-5-07) 
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Metro Scoping Meeting (4-5-07) 
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Appendix - J 
Scoping Meeting Display Boards 








CALIFORNIA 
HIGH-SPEED rail! 
AUTHORITY 


Welcome 




US. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


I 


Welcome to the 

California High-Speed Rail 
Authority's Scoping Meeting 


Bienvenidos a la Reunion de Ambito de La 
Autoridad Ferroviaria de Alta Velocidad de 

California 
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US. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


CALIFORNIA 
HIGH-SPEED RAIL 
AUTHORITY 


£*ufoimiA 


What are High-Speed Trains? 


Intercity passenger trains 
operating at maximum 
speeds of at least 200 
miles per hour 


Tracks separated from 
roads and highways 


CHSRA Train Concept 


Other High-Speed Trains around the World 


Proven technology - Safe 
and Reliable 

• Successfully operating 
throughout Europe and Asia 


Intercity Express, 
Germany 


Shinkansen, Japan 
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Benefits of High-Speed Rail 




■ Elimination of Railroad At- 
Grade Crossings 

■ Safety 

■ Reduced Traffic Delays 

■ Reduced Noise and Pollution 

■ Improved Metrolink and Amtrak 
Operations 

■ Promotes Smart Growth 

■ Local Connections 

■ Less Pollution 

■ Reduced Highway Traffic 


■ Decreased Fuel Use 

■ Energy Independence 

■ Cleaner Air 

■ Improvements to Existing 
Rail Lines 

■ Commuter Rail 

■ Freight 

■ Safety 

■ Sustainable Cities 

■ Economic Opportunity 

■ LocalJobs 
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AUTHORITY 


Statewide High-Speed Rail 

Route 


us. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


Pacific 

Ocean 



Legend 
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National Forest 


O Stabon 


Public Lands 

State Parks 




Open Space 




water 
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^ Area 
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Connecting: 

• Los Angeles 

• Orange County 

• San Diego 

• Inland Empire 

• Central Valley 

• San Francisco Bay Area 

• Sacramento 
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AUTHORITY 


Project Process 




U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


2003 


Program-Level EIR/EIS 
(at statewide level) 



Develop 

Project 

Goals 


Study: 

•Train 

Technologies 

(modes) 

♦St3tewide 

Corridors 

•Environment. 

Impacts 


Prepare 

Draft 

Program- 

Level 

EIR/EIS 


2005 

/■ -^ 

Formally 

Adopt 

Final 

EIR/EIS 

With 

Selected 

Corridors 

And 


2007 


Project-Level EIR/EIS 
(at corridor level) 


Articulate 
Project 
Goals at 
the 

Project 

Level 


Study: 

•Detailed 
Corridor Level 
Design 
•Corridor 
Environmental 
Impacts 
•Alternatives 
where 
.applicable 


Prepare 

Draft 

Project- 

Level 

EIR/EIS 


2009 


Formally 

Adopt 

Final 

Project 

Level 

EIR/EIS 
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Additional Efforts 
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U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


New Ridership Estimates (2007) 

Fare and Revenue Estimates 
Financial Plan 
Right-of-Way Preservation 
Phasing Plan 

Organization of Construction and Operation Contracts 
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Los Angeles to Orange County 
Segment Map 


U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
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U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
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Administration 
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Future Computer Simulation - Anaheim View 


Future Computer Simulation -ARTIC 




Existing Conditions - Anaheim View 


Existing Conditions - Before ARTIC 
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CALIFORNIA 
HIGH-SPEED RAILl 
AUTHORITY 


Typical Underpass 

After 


Grade Separations 

• Grade separations are 

underpasses and ^ 
overpasses where V 
roadways cross railroad j 
tracks rJjjjj 

• Grade separations 
reduce congestion and” 
noise and improve 
safety 


California High-Speed 

Rail tracks will be grade^^WMj|jju| 

separated from adjacent 

roadways 


U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


Before 

Typical Overpass/Trench 

After - ^ 
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Typical Structures along 
Alignment 


U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 
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Typical Structures 

Hillside Cut with Retaining Wall 



• Portions of the 
alignment will need 
special structures to fit 
into built environment 

• Structures could include: 

• Aerial Structures 
(bridges) 

• Tunnels 

• Trenches 

• Hillside Cuts 


_ 1 


Trench with Retaining Walls 

Typical Structures 

Tunnel 


:•! 
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Typical At-Grade 
Alignment Configuration 




Existing 

Existing 

Typical 4-Track Configuration - 

Typical 2-Track Configuration - 

Los Angeles to Fullerton 

Fullerton to Anaheim 

Proposed 

Proposed 
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Environmental Issues of Concern 



■ Agricultural Land 

■ Air Quality 

■ Biological Resources - 

Section 7 

■ Community Impacts/Environmental 

Justice 

■ Construction Impacts 

■ Cumulative Impacts 

■ Flood Hazards^ Floodplains^ and 

Water Quality 

■ Hazards and Hazardous Materials 


■ Historic/Archaeological Resources- 

Section 106 

■ Land Use, Development, Planning, 

and Growth 

■ Noise/Vibrations 

■ Parks and Recreational Facilities - 

Section 4(f) 

■ Traffic and Circulation 

■ Visual Quality and Aesthetics 

■ Wetlands/Waters of the United 

States - Section 104 
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CEQA/ NEPA PROCESS 


CEQA Lead Agency 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 


CEQA 





PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION 


NEPA Lead Agency 
Federal Railroad Administration 




Environmental Assessment 
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Notice of Intent 
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Draft EIS 
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Notice of Availability 
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Final EIS 
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Record of Decision 


NEPA 
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Environmental Process 
Schedule 




U.S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS 
TASKS 


Notice of Preparation / 

Notice of Intent (NOP/NOI) 

Scoping (Public and Agency) 

Engineering and Environmental 
Studies 

Draft Environmental Impact Report / 
Statement (EIR/EIS) 

Public Circulation / Comment 
Final EIR/EIS 


2007 


2008 


2009 



,i, Notice of Determination / 
Record of Decision (NOD/ROD) 


Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 
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Comments 
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Tell US what you think 




Dinos lo que piensas 
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